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('OMrAKATlVH MYTHOIiOGY. 

Pha Jros. Dost tlioii s(‘t: lliiit very tall plane-tree? 

Pokruhs. Cortaiuly 1 do. 

rhddro.t. There is shade there, au.d the wind is 
not too s(ron,e;, and there is grass to sit, or, if we 
like, to lie down. 

Sdkruti-'i. Lead on then! 

'J\dl me, .'^okrates,—is it not from some 
]ilac(! here they say that Doreas carried away 
Oi'eithyia ii'om the Ilisso.s? 

So they say. 

Should it not be from this spot? I'ur 
the waters seiaii so lovely, and pure, and transparent, 
and as if made for girls to ])lay on the bank. 

Sdkrdlis. No; ii is two or three stadia further 
down, whei'e ahu cross over to the tem]»K' of Agra,— 
and tliere you lind, sonu'wherc, an altar of lloreas. 

rii(i (!i'o.s. 1 was not aware of this. But tell me, hy 
Zeus, O Sokrates,—doest thou believe this mythe to 
be true? 

S'eLv/fe.s'. AVell, if 1 did not believe, it, like the 
wise |) 00 j»le, T should not be so very far wrong; and 
1 might st!t up an ingenious theory atid say that a 
gust of Boreas, the Xorthwind, carried her dowji 
from the rocks in the neighbourhood, while she was 
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playing with her frieritl Pharmukeia; and that, 
liaving died in tliis manner, slie Avas rej)orted to 
have been carried oil’ by Poreas iixun tlience, or fr<Ani 
the Arcs i)cak,—for tliere goes also this story, that 
.slie AA'as carried off from that, and not from this spot. 
As to myself, Plnedros, 1 think these explanations, 
on the AA'hole, A'cry jdeasant; but they rcijuire a man 
of strong mind and iiard A\ ork, and .a ]nan Avho, .after 
all, is not much to be euA’ied, if it Avcrc; only for this, 
th.at AA’lien lie has .set right this one. table, he is 
bound to do the same for the form of the llipjio- 
kentaur.s, and again for that of the Chimaa’a. And 
then a host qf such beings rushes in,—(lorgons and 
Pegasos’, and masses of other hojieless beings, and 
.absurdities of monstrous cnaitures. And if a man, 
not believing in the existimce of these, creatures, 
shmdd tiy to represent each acaaaaling to the jiro- 
bablc explanation, dealing in a rough kind of jihi- 
losophy, he Avould recpiire abundance of leisure. 
I, at least, have no time to spare ii.ir these things, 
and the reason, my friend, is this, that 1 cannot yet, 
according to the Delphic line, knoAV myself; and it 
seems to me ridiculous that a man Avho does not yet 
know this, shoidd trouble. liimseH' about Avhat does 
not concern him. Tlierefore J leavt; those things 
alone, and, believing what other jieojile belicA'c .about 
them, I meditate, as I said just iioav, not on them, 
but on myself,—Avhether 1 be a monster more ttom- 
plicated .and more savage than 'lyphon, or a tamei- 
and simiiler creature, (mjoying by nature a blessed 
and modest lot. Put Avhile Ave are talking, my 
friend,—avas not this the tree to Avhich thou Avert 
to lead us? 

Pheedros. This is the very tree. 
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rpiIIS passage, from the Introduction of Plato’s 
jL ‘ Pluvdros,’ has been freijuently quoted in order 
to slioAV Avliat the wi.sest of the Greeks thought about 
the rationalists of his day. There Avere at Athens 
then, as there ha\'e been at all times and in all 
countries, men aa'Iio had no sense for the miraculous 
and supernatural, and aa'Iio, Arithont having the 
moral courage to deny altogether AA'hat they could 
not bring themselves to believe, endcaA'oured to 
find some ])lausible ex])lanation by AAdiich tin? saered 
legends Avhich tradition had handed doAvn to them, 
and Avhich had been halloAved by religious observ¬ 
ances, and sanetitaied by the authority of the hiAAq 
mia'ht be lirought into harmony Avitli the dictates of 
i-eason and the hnvs of nature. That Sokrates, 
though himself accused of heresy, did not entertain 
a very high o])inion of these speculators,—that he 
thought their e.xplanations more incredible and ali- 
surd than even the most incredible absurdities of 
Greek mythology,—miAg that at a certain period 
of his life he treated such attempts as imjiious, 
is clear from this and other passages of Plato and 
Xenojihon. 

l)Ut if Mr. Grote, in his classical Avork on the 
‘History of (ireece,’ aA'ails himself of this and 
similar ])assagcs, in order to introduce, as it Avere, 
Sokrates himself among the histori.ans and critics of 
our oAvn time,—if he endeavours to make him bear 
Avitness ‘ to the uselessness of digging for a supjiosed 
Ijasis of truth ’ in the mythes of the Greek Avorld, he 
makes the ancient ]ihilosopher say more than he 
really said. Our object in considering the mythes 
of the Greeks, or any other nation of antiquity, is so 
ditfereut from that of Sokrates, that tJie objections 
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which he urged against liis rationalising contem¬ 
poraries could hardly be said to apply to us. For 
what is it that makes us at the present day ask the 
question of the origin of tlie Greek mytlies? AVhy 
do men study ancient history, acquire a knowledge 
of dead languages, and decipher illegible inscriptions? 
What inspires them with an interest not only in the 
literature of Greece and Rome, but of ancient India 
and Persia, of Fgypt and Rabylonia? Why do the 
puerile and often repulsive legends of savage tribes 
rivet their attention and engage their thonglits? 
Have we not been told that there is more wisdom 
in ‘The Times’ than in Thnkydides? Are not the 
novels of Walter Scott more amusing than Ajiollo- 
doros? or the works of Racon more instructive than 
the cosmogony of the Fura/^as? What, then, gives 
life to the study of antiquity? What compels men, 
in the midst of these busy times, to sacrifice tlu'ir 
leisure to studies apparently so unattractive and 
useless, if not the conviction, that in order to obey 
the Delphic commandment—in ord(>r to know what 
Man is, we ought to know w'hat Man has been? 
This is a vieiv as foreign to the mind ol' Sokrates 
as any of the principles of inductive philosophy 
by which men like Columbus, Leonardo da A'inci, 
Copernicus, Kejilcr, Racon, and Galileo regenerated 
and invigorated the intidlectual life of modern 
Europe. If ive grant to Sokrates that tlie chief 
object of ])hilosophy is that man should know him¬ 
self, we should hardly consider his means of arri\ ing 
at this knowledge adequate to so high an aim. To 
his mind man Avas pre-eminently the individual, 
without any reference to its being but one mani¬ 
festation of‘a power, or, as he might- have said, of 
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an idea, realised in and through an endless variety 
of human souls. He is. ever seeking to solve the 
mystery of human nature by brooding over his own 
mind, by watehing the secret workings of the soul, 
by analysing the oi-gans of knowledge, and by trying 
to determine their proper limits; and thus the la.st 
result of las philoso])hy was, tliat he knew but one 
thing, and this was, that he knew nothing. To us, 
man is no longer this solitary being, complete in 
itself, iind self-sullieient; man to us is a brother 
among brothers, a member of a class, of a genus, or 
a kind, and therefore intelligible only with reference 
to his equals. The earth was unintelligible to the 
a]ieient.s, because looked upon as a solitimy being, 
without a peer in the whole universe; but it as¬ 
sumed a new and true signifii;ance as soon as it I’ose 
before the eyes of man as one of many planets, all 
governed bv the same law's, and all revolvinir around 
the same centre. It is the same with tlie human 
soul, and its nature stands before our mind in quite 
a different light since man has been taught to know 
and feel himself as a member of one great family, 
—as one of the myriads of wandering stars, all 
governed by the same laws, and all revolving around 
the same centre, and all deriving their light from the 
same source. The history of the w'orld, or, as it is 
called, ‘Univcnsal History,’ has laid 9 pen new avenues 
of thought, and it has enriched our language w'ith 
a word which never j)as.sed the lips of Sokrates, 
or Plato, or Aristotle — mankind.^ Where the 
Greek saw barbarian.s, w'e see brethren; where the 
Greek saw heroes and demi-gods, W'e see our parents 


• * See Cicero, ‘ Tusc. Disj).’ v. 04. 
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and ancestors; where the Greek saw nations (sSy^!), 
Ave see mankind, toiling and suffering, separated by 
oceans, divided by language, and severed by national 
enmity,—yet evermore tending, under a divine con¬ 
trol, towards the fulfibneiit of that inscrutable pur¬ 
pose for Avhicli the Avorld Avas created, and man 
placed ill it, bearing the image of God. History, 
therefore, Avith its dusty and mouldering pages, is to 
us as sacred a volume as the book of nature. In 
both we read, or we try to read, the reflex of thc! 
laAvs and thoughts of a Divine Wisdom. As A\'e 
acknowledge no longer in nature the Avorking of 
demons or the manifestation of an evil jii’inciple, so 
we deny in history an atomistic conglomerate of 
chances, or the despotic rule of a mute fate. We 
believe that there is nothing irrational in either 
histor}^ or nature, and that the human mind is 
called upon to read and to revere, in both the mani¬ 
festations of a Divine PoAA’-er. Hence, even the most 
ancient and shattered pages of traditions are dear 
to us, nay dearer, perhaps, than the more copious 
chapters of modern times. The history of those 
distant ages and distant men—ajiparently so foreign 
to our modern interests—assumes a iicav charm as 
soon as aa'c knoAv that it tells us the story of our oavu 
race, of our own family—nay, of our oivn selves. 
Sometimes, when opening a desk which avc have not 
opened for many years,—Avhen looking over letters 
which we have not read for many years, Ave read on 
for some time with a cold indiff’erence, and though 
we see it is our own handAvriting, and though Ave 
meet with names once familiar to our heart, yet we 
can hardly believe that we Avrotc these letters, that 
Ave felt those Jjangs, that Ave shared in those delights, 
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till at last the past draws nciir and we draw near to 
the past, and our heart groAvs Avarm, and Ave feel 
again as Ave felt of old, and we know that these 
letters Avere our letters. It is the same in reading 
ancient history. At first it seems something strange 
and foreign; but the more intensely Ave read, the 
more our thoughts are engaged and our feelings 
Avarmed; and tlie Id story of those ancient men 
becomes, as it Avere, our oAvn history,—their suffer¬ 
ings our sufferings,—their joys our joys. Without 
this symj)athy, history is a dead hitter, and might as 
AA'ell be burnt and forgotten; Avliile, if it is once 
enlivened by tliis feeling, it appeals not only to tlie 
antiquari.'in, but to the lieai’t of cA’ery man. 

We find ourselves on a stage on Avhich many acts 
haA'e been acted before us, and Avhere Ave are suddenly 
called to act our oavu part. To knoAV the part which 
we have to act ourselves, avc ought to know the 
chai'acter of those Avhose place avc take. We naturally 
look back to the scenes on which the curtain of the 
past has fallen, for Ave believe that there ought to be 
one thought pervading the Avhole drama of mankind. 
And here history steps in, and giAxs us the thread 
which connects the present with the past. Many 
scenes, it is true, are lost beyond the hope of reco- 
A’ery; and the most interesting, the opening scenes 
of the childhood of the human race, are known to us 
by small fragments only. But for this very reason 
the antiquai’ian, if he descries a relic of those early 
times, grasps it Avith the eagerness of a biographer 
Avho finds UTiexpcctedly some scraps AA’ritten by his 
hero Avhen yet a child—entirely himself, and before 
the shadows of life had settled on his brow. In 
Avhatever lafiguage it may be Avritte*, every line, 
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every ■word, is welcome, tluit bears the impress of 
the early days of mankind. In our museums we 
collect the rude playthings of our hero’s boyhood, 
and we try to guess from their colossal features the 
thoughts of the mind wliich they once refl(;cted. 
Many things are still unintelligible to us, and the 
hieroglyphic language of antiquity records but half 
of the mind’s unconscious intentions. Yet mon; and 
more tlie image of man, in Avlaitover clime Ave meet 
liim, rises b(!forc us, noble and ])ui'c from tlu; Aauy 
beginning: CA'en his errors avc learn to understand, 
—even his dreams Ave liegin to interpret. As far as 
A\-e can trace back the footsteps of man, eA'mi on the 
loAvest strata of history, aa’c see that the divine gift 
of a sound and sober intellect belonged to him from 
the veiy first; and the idea of a humanity emerging 
sloAAdy from the depths of an animal brutality can 
ncA'er bo maintained again. The earliest Avork of 
art Avrought by the human mind,—more ancient 
than any literary document, .and ])rior even to the 
first Avliisperings of tradition,—the human language, 
forms an uninterrupted chain from the iirst dawn of 
history doAvn to our oavu times. We still speak the 
language of the first .ancestors of our race ; and this 
language, Avith its Avondcrful stiaicture, bears Avitness 
.against such gratuitous imputations. The formation 
of langu.ago, the composition of roots, the gradual 
discrimination of meanings, the system.at ic el.al)oration 
of grammatical forms,—.all this working Avhich A\m 
can still see under the surface of our oAvn speech, 
attests from the very first the presence of a rational 
mind—of an artist as great, at least, .as his Avork. 

The period, during Avhich expressions were coined 
for the most necessary ideas,—such as pfonouns, pre- 
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positions, numerals, and the household words of the 
simplest life,—a period to which we must assij^ the 
first beginnings of a free and, as yet, hardly agglutin¬ 
ative grammar,—a grammar not impressed with any 
individual or national peculiarities, yet containing 
the germs of all the Turanian, as well as the Arj’an 
and Semitic forms of speech,—this period forms the 
first in the history of man,—the first, at least, to 
which even the keenest eye of the antiquarian and 
the philosopher can reach,—and we call it the Rhe¬ 
matic Period, 

This is succeeded by a second period, during which 
we must suppose that at least two families of lan¬ 
guage left the simply agglutinative, or nomadic 
stage of grammar, and received, once for all, that 
peculiar impress of their formative system which we 
still find in all the dialects and national idioms com¬ 
prised under the names of Semitic and Aryan, as 
distinguished from the Turanian, the latter retain¬ 
ing to a much later period, and in sonic instances to 
the present day, that agglutinative reproductiveness 
which has rendered a traditional and mctamorphic 
system of grammar imi)ossible, or has at least con¬ 
siderably limited its extent. Hence avc do not find 
in the nomadic or Turanian lan"uas:es scattered from 
China to the Pyrenees, from Cape Comorin, across 
the Caucasus, to Lapland, that ti-aditional family 
likeness which cmables us to treat the Teutonic, 
Celtic, Slavonic, Italic, Hellenic, Iranic, and Indie 
languages on one side, and the Arabian, Araracan, 
and Hebrew dialects on the other, as mere varieties 
of two specific forms of speech, in which, at a 
very early period, and through influences decidedly 
political, if nbt individual and personal, the floating 
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elements of grammar have been arrested and made 
to assume an amalgamated, instead of a merely 
agglutinative character. This second may be called 
the Dialectic Period. 

Now, after these two periods, but before the 
appearance of the first traces of any national litera¬ 
ture, there is a period, represented everywhere by 
the same characteristic features,—a kind of Eocene 
period, commonly called the Mythological or 
Mythopocic Age. It is a period in the history of 
the human mind, perhaps the most difficult to 
understand, and the most likely to shako our faith 
in the regular progress of tlie human intellect. We 
can form a tolerably clear idea of the origin of lan¬ 
guage, of tlie gradual formation of grammar, and the 
unavoidable divergence of di.alects and languages. 
We can understand, again, the earliest concentra¬ 
tions of political societies, the establishment of laws 
and customs, and the first beginnings of religion and 
poetry. But between the two there is a gulf which 
it seems impossible for any jfiiilosophy to bridge 
over. We call it the IMythic Period, and we ha^•e 
accustomed ourselves to believe that the Greeks, for 
instance, such as we find them represented to us in 
the Homeric poems, far advanced in the fine arts, 
acquainted with the refinements and comforts of 
life, such as we see .at the palaces of Menelaos and 
Alkinoos, with public meetings and elaborate ])lead- 
ings, with the mature wisdom of a Nestor and the 
cunning enterprise of an Odysseus, with the dignity 
of a Helena and the loveliness of a Nausikaa, could 
have been preceded by a race of men whose chief 
amusement consisted in inventing absurd tales about 
gods and otitcr nondescript beings,—a "race of men, 
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in fact, on whose tomb the historian could inscribe 
no better epigram tlian that on Bitto and Phainis. 
Although later poets may have given to some of 
these fables a charm of beauty, and led us to accept 
them as imaginative compositions, it is impossible to 
conceal the fact that, taken by themselves, and in 
their literal meaning, most of these ancient mythes 
are absurd and irrational, and frequently opposed 
to the principles of thought, religion, and morality 
wliich guided the Greeks as soon as they appear to 
us in the twilight of traditional history. By whom, 
tlum, were these stories invented ?—stories, we must 
say at once, identical in form and character, wdietlier 
we find them on Indian, Persian, Greek, Italian, 
Slavonic, or Teutonic soil. AVas tlici-e a period of 
temporary insanity, through wliich the human mind 
had to pass, and was it a madness identically the 
same in the south of India and in the north of Ice¬ 
land? It is imjiossible to believe that a people who, 
in the very infiincy of thought, produced men like 
Thales, Ilerakleitos, and Pythagoras, should have 
consisted of idle talkers but a few centuries before 
the time of these sages. Even if w'e take only that 
part of mythology Avhich refers to religion, in our 
sense of the word, or the mythes w'hich bear on the 
highest problems of philosophy,—such as the crea¬ 
tion, the relation of man to God, life and death, 
virtue and vice,—mythes generally the most modern 
in origin, we find that even this small portion, which 
might be supposed to contain some sober ideas, or 
some pure and sublime conceptions, is unworthy of 
the ancestors of the Homeric poets, or the Ionic 
philosophers. When the swineherd Eumacos, unac¬ 
quainted, perhaps, wdth the intricate sjistem of the 
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Olympian mythology, speaks of the Deity, he speaks 
like one of ourselves. ‘ Eat,’ he says to Odysseus, 
‘ and enjoy Avhat is here, for God will grant one 
thing, but another he ivill refuse, whatever he will 
in his mind, for he can do all things*-*.’ This, we may 
su])pose, was the language of the common people at 
the time of Homer, and it is simple and sublime, if 
compared with what has been supposed one of the 
grandest conceptions of Greek mythology, that, 
namely, where Zeus, in order to assert his omnipo¬ 
tence, tells the gods, th.at it' tliey took a rope, and all 
the gods and goddesses pulled on one side, they 
could not drag him down from the licaven to the 
earth; while, if he chose, he could pull them all up, 
and suspend the earth and the sea from the summit 
of Olympos. What is more ridiculous than the 
mythological account of the creation of the human 
race by Deukalion and Pyrrha throwing stones 
behind them (a mj'the which owes its origin to a 
mere pun on Xaoj and Xaag), Avhile w(‘, can hardly 
expect, among pagans, a more j)rofound conception 
of the relation between God and man, than the 
saying of Herakleitos, ‘ Men are mortal gods, and 
gods are immortal men.’ Let us think of the times 
which could bear a Lyku?gos and a Solon,—which 
could found an Areopagos and the Olympic games, 
and how can we imagine that, a few generations 
before that time, the highest notions of the Godhead 
among the Greeks were adequately expressed by the 
story of Uranos maimed by Kronos,—of Kronos 
eating his children, sw.allowing a stone, and vomiting 

® Od. xiv. 443. laifioru tiivtav, Kai Tfpireo roltrde 

OTa Traptffn’ Beat: rd pey hoirti to 5* eatrec, 

"Orre Key Bvfiu iOeXp* ^vi'arai yap airayra. 
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out alive Ins wliolc progeny. Among the lowest 
tribes of Africa and America we hardly find anything 
more hideous and revolting. It is shutting our eyes 
to the difficulties which stare us in the face, if we 
say, like Mr. Grote, that this mythology was ‘a past 
which was never present;’ and it seems blasphemy 
to consider these fables of the heathen world as 
corru])ted and misinterpreted fragnieiits of a divine 
revelation once granted to the whole race of man¬ 
kind—a view so frequently advocated by Christian 
divines. Tlicsc mytlies have been made by man at 
a certain period of liistory. There was an age Avhicli 
produced these mythes,—an age half-way between 
the Dialectical Period—presenting the human race 
gradually diverging into ditferent families and lan- 
giiages, and the National Period—exhibiting to us 
the earliest traces of nationalised language, and a 
nationalised literature in India, Pei’sia, Gi'cece, Italy, 
and Germany. The fact is there, and we must 
either exjdain it, or admit in the gradual gi’owth of 
the human mind, as in the formation of the earth, 
some violent revolutions, which broke the regularity 
of the early strata of thought, and convulsed the 
human mind, like volcanos and earthquakes arising 
from some unknown cause, below the surface of 
history. 

Much, however, will be gained if, without being 
driven to adopt so violent and repugnant a theory, 
we are able; to account in a more intelligible manner 
for the creation of mythes. Their propagation and 
subsistence in later times, though strange in many 
respects, is yet a much less intricate problem. The 
human mind has an inborn reverence for the past, 
and the religious piety of the man flyws from the 
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same natural spring as the filial piety of the child. 
Even though the traditions of past ages may a]))>ear 
strange, wild, and sometimes immoral or imjK)ssible, 
each generation accepts them, mid fashions them so 
that they can lie borne with again, and even made to 
disclose a true and deeper meaning. Many of the 
natives of India, though versed in l^ui-opean science, 
and imbued with the principles of a jiiire natural 
theology, yet bow down and Avorship the images of 
VisliJUi and /Siva. They know that these images are 
but stone; they confess that their feelings revolt 
against the impurities attributed to these gods by 
Avhat they call their* sacred writings; yet there are 
honest Brahmans who will maintain that these 
stories have a deeper meaning,—that immorality 
being incompatible with a divine being, a mystery 
must be supposed to be concealed in these time- 
hallowed fables,—a mystery which an inejuiring and 
reverent mind may hope to fathom. Nay, cA'en 
where Christian missionaries have been successful, 
Avhere the purity of the Christian faith lias won the 
heart of a natiA'C, and made the extr.avagant absurdi¬ 
ties of the Pura/zas insujijiortable to him, the faith 
of his early childhood will still linger on and break 
out occasionally in unguarded expressions, as several 
of the mythes of antiquity have crept into the 
legends of the Church of Rome®. We find frequent 
indications in ancient history that the Creeks them¬ 
selves were shocked by the stories told of their srods; 
yet as even in our own times faith Avith most men is 
not faith in God or in truth, but faith in the faith 


3 See Grimm’s Introduction to liis great work on ‘ Teutonic 
Mythology,’ second edition, 1811, p. xxxi. 
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of otliers, we may understaOd why even men like 
Sokrates were unwilling to renounce their belief in 
what had been believed by their fathers. As their 
idea of the Godliead, became purer, they felt that the 
idea of perfection, involved in the idea of a divine 
being, excluded the possibility of immoral^ gods. 
I’indar, as pointed out by Otfried Miiller^, changes 
many inythes because they are not in harmony with 
his purer conceptions of the dignity of gods and 
heroes; and, because, according to his opinion, they 
miist be false, i’lato^ argues in a similar spirit 
when he examines the different traditions about 
Eros, and in the ‘ Symposium' we see how each 
speaker maintains that mythe of Eros to be the only 
true one which agrees best with his own ideas of the 
mature of this god,—Pluedros® calling him tlie oldest, 
Agathon the youngest of the gods ; yet each appeal¬ 
ing to the authority of an ancient mythe. Thus, men 
who had as clear a conception of the omnipotence 
and omnipresence of a supreme God as natural reli¬ 
gion can reveal, still called him Zeus, forgetting the 
adulterer and parricide: 

ZtvQ Zevc fiitraray Atoc I' tt: Travra riTVKrat, 

‘ Zeus is the beginning, Zeus the middle; out of 
Zeus all things have been made: ’ 

—an Orphic line, but an old one, if, as Mr. Grote 

■* See (). Muller’s excellent work, ‘ Prolegoiiiena zu einer wissen- 
scliaftliclien Mytliologie,’ p. 87. 

® ‘ i’lia'(lro.s,’ 242 E. 

® * Synrp.’ 178 c. otrwe iroWa'j^oBn' opoXoyctrai tt' roiQ 

vpia/lvraTotr th’iu' irntafiv-aTOi ee i5i’ /jiyiirriDy iyaOuii' n’i-iiif 
tony 195 A. eiTTi Se idAAurroc Hy ToioaSf vpiirov ftiy ytuirinoc 
Otiir, (t 4>a7(!p£. • 
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supposes, Plato alluded to it^. Poets again, who 
felt in their hearts the true emotion of prayer, a 
yearning alter divine help and protection, still spoke 
of Zeus, for<iettin>f that at one time Zeus himself was 
vanquished by Titan, and had to be delivered by 
Hermes®. JEschylos® says: ‘Zeus, whoever he is, if 
this be the name by which he loves to be called— 
by this name I address him. For, pondering on all 
things except Zeus, I cannot tell whether I may 
truly cast off the idle burden from my thought.’ 

No, the preservation of these mythic names, the 
long life of these fables, and their satisfying the 
religious, jtoetical, and moral wants of succeeding 
generations, though strange and startling, is not the 
real difficulty. The jiast has its charms, and ti-adi- 
tion has a powerful fi-iend in language. W’e still 
speak of the sun rising and setting, of rainbows, of 
thunderbolts, because language has sanctioned these 
expressions. We use them, though we do not believe 
in them. The difficulty is how at first the human 
mind was led to such imaginings,—how the names 


^ Lobfcic* ^ p. gives 

Zii'/C 7.tvr (.lifTfra. Atwt; o’ Tarra TirvKTai, 

Sec Vrcller's ‘ Greek Mythology,’ 1851, p. 99. 

^ ‘ Apollod.’ 1, (», Grote, Jl. G. p. 4, 

® I give the text, bcciiuse it has Ixien translated in so many 
dilTcrent way.s: 

Ztwe, oirnc ttrrit'f i! too nv- 
. 7M 0(\ot' Kei:\rj/x£i'(Of 
TovTO viv 7rpoar€i'i'£iru>* 
oifK 7rf)OiTetKn<r(ttf 
TTuvr' £7rtoTaO/iwp£r«C 
7rX))j' Aiof, £t TO fiurar uiro ^poynlor 
XpV irtiTOftojc, 
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and tales arose, and unless this question can be 
answered, our belief in a regular and consistent 
progress of the human intellect, through all ages 
an4 in all countries, must be given up as a false 
theory. 

Kor can it be said that we knoAV absolutely nothing 
of this period during which the as yet undivided 
Aryan nations—tor it is chiefly of them that we are 
now s|)(!aking—formed their inythes. Even if we 
saw only the deep shadow which lies on the Greek 
mind fi-om tlie very beginning of its political and 
literaiy history, avc should be able to infer from it 
something of tlie real character of that age which 
must have ])reccded the earliest dawn of the national 
literature of Greece. Otfried Mullerthough he 
was unacquainted with the ncAV light which com- 
l^arative j)hiIo]ogy has shed on this ju’imitive Aryan 
j)eriod, says: ‘ The mythic form of expression Avhich 
changes all beings into persons, all relations into 
actions, is something so peculiar that we must admit 
for its growth a distinct period in the civilisation 
of a ])Cople.’ But comparative philology has since 
brought this Avhole period witiiin the pale of docu¬ 
mentary history. It has placed in our hands a 
telescope of such power that, where formerly we 
could see but nebulous clouds, we now discover dis¬ 
tinct forms and outlines; nay, it has given us what 
we may call contemporary eA-idence, exhibiting to us 
the state of thought, language, religion, and civilisa¬ 
tion at a period when Sanskrit was not yet Sanskrit, 
Greek not yet Greek, but when both, together with 
Latin, German, and other Aryan dialects, existed as 

, ai ‘ PjoI. Myth.’ p. 78. 

C 


VOL. II. 



18 


COMPARATIVE MYTHOLOGY. 


yet as one undivided larignii,£re, in the sarne manner 
as French, Italian, and Spanish may be .said to liave 
at one time existed as one undivided lamtnaixe, in 
the form of Latin. 

This will require a short explanation. If we 
/knew nothing of the existence of J.atin—if all liis- 
torical documents previous to the fifteenth century 
had been lost—if tradition, even, were silent as to 
the former existence of a Homan empire, a ukto 
comparison of the six liomanee dialects would enable 
us to sav, that at some time tluTC must have been 
a language from which all these modern dialects 
derived their origin in common; for without this 
sujiposition it would be inqmssible to account for 
the facts exhibited by these dialects. Let us look 
at the auxiliary verb. We find: 


ItnHftii. 

I amf 80U0 

Tlioti art: wii 

\Vear<*: siarao 

You arc: sitdo 

They arc: somo 


AVnlacluati. 
Ruui (sunt) 
ca 

sunttMiiu 

suiiU'^i 

sunt 


IJli.'C’liati. Spanisli. I'orliigncsc 


sunt sny M>U 

fis OH'S os 

<‘i os Ijo 

.osstMi soinos soiuos 

.sois tiois 

oAn (sun) sun sao 


rrcuoh. 

.siii.s 

os 

ost 

suninu's 
f'tos (ostos) 
sunl. 


It is clear, even from a short consideration of these 
forms, first, that idl arc but varieties of one common 
type; secondly, that it is impossilde to consid(a’ any 
one of these .six paradigms as the original from 
which the others had lieen borrowed. 'I’o this w<i 
may add, thirdly, that in none of the languages to 
which these verbal forms belong, do wc find the 
elements of which they^ could have been conijiosed. 
If we find such forms as fai ahne^ we can exj)lain 
them by a mere reference to tin; grammatical mate¬ 
rials which French has still at its command, and the 
same may be said even of compounds like j'aimerni, 
i. e. je-aimer-ai, I have to love, 1 shall love. But a 
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change from je suis to tu es is inexplicable by the 
li"bt of French grammar.- These forms could not 
have grown, so to speak, on French soil, but must have 
been handed down as relics from a former period,— 
must have existed in some language antecedent to 
anj" of tlie Foinance dialects. J^ow, fortunately, in 
tliis case, we jjre not left to a mere inference, but 
.‘IS we possess the Latin verb, we can pro^'e how 
by ])honetic cori’uption, and by mistaken analogies, 
every one of the six ])aradigms is but a national 
metamorphosis of the Latin original. 

Let us now look at another set of paradigms; 



Sanskrit. 

Lithnanian. 

Doric. 

Old Slav. 

Latin. 

(jotliic. 

Armon. 

I am: 

asiiii 

csini 

nhnd 

mio 

sniii 

iiii 

cm 

Tlii'ti art: 

d'ii 

(‘.ssi 

ahi 

ii 

<‘.S 

is 

cs 

Hr is; 

a-sti 

esti 

a.vti 

ai) 

est 

ist 

e 

"We (two) aro 

: 'n\ us 

osva 


iva 


Ktju 


You (two) an 

’stilus 

e*.lu 

at ho? 

da 


stjuts 


M'lin.v (two) ai 

•o: 

(rsti) 

;to 

itU 




W o aro: 

’.smtiK 

esmi 

linialii 

<ino 

8tiinus silimi 

cinq 

You am; 

’sthu 

fstv 



vstis 

sijuth 


They are: 

.sunli 

(esli) 

hhnti (Vri 

sumtS 

8unt 

8imi 

en. 


From a c.arcful consideration of these forms, we 
ought to draw exactly the same conclusions; lii'st, 
that .‘ill are but varieties of one common type; 
secondly, that it is im])ossiblc to consider any of 
them as the originid I’rom which the others have 
been borrowed; and thirdly, that, here again, none 
of the languages in which these verbal forms occur, 
])ossess the grammatical materials out of which such 
forms could have been framed. That Sanskrit can¬ 
not be token as the original from which all the rest 
wore derived, (an ojiinion held by many scholai’s,) is 
clear, if we see that Greek has, in several instances, 
preserved a more primitive, or, as it is called, more 
organic form than Sanskrit. 'E(r-ixss cannot be de¬ 
rived from the Sanskiit smas, because srnas has lost 
the radical a, which Greek has preserved, the root 

c 2 
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being as, to be, the termination mas, we. Nor can 
Greek be fixed upon as tlie more primitive language 
from which tlie others were derived, for not even 
Latin could be called the daughter of Greek, the 
language of Rome having preserved some forms more 
primitive than Greek; for instance, sunt instead of 
tvri or Iva-i or sl(ri. Here Greek has^lost the I’adical 
as altogether, evri standing instead of ea-evrl, while 
Latin has at least, like Sanskiit, preserved the 
radical s in sunt=santi. 

Hence, all these dialects point to some more 
ancient language which was to them what Latin 
was to the Romance dialects,—only that at that early 
period there was no literature to preserve to us any 
remnants of that mother-tongue that died in giving 
‘birth to the modern Aryan dialects, such as Sanskrit, 
Zend, Greek, Latin, Gothic, Slavonic, and Celtic. 
Yet, if there is .any truth in inductive reasoning, that 
Language was once a living language, spoken in Asia 
by a small tribe, nay, originally by a small family 
living under one and the same roof, as the Language 
of Camoens, Cervantes, Voltaire, and Dante, was 
once spoken by a few peasants who had built their 
huts on the Seven Hills near the Tibris. If we 
compare the two tables of paradigms, the coinci¬ 
dences between the language of the Veda and the 
dialect spoken at the present d.ay by the I.ithuanian 
recruit at Berlin .are greater by far than between 
French and Italian; and, after Bopp’s ‘Comparative 
Grammar ’ has been completed, it will be seen clearly 
that all the essential forms of grammar had been 
fully framed and established before the first separa¬ 
tion of the Aryan family took place. 

But we may learn much more of the intellectual 
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state of the primitive and undivided family of the 
Aryan nations, if we use the materials which Com¬ 
parative Philology has placed at our disposal; and, 
here again, the Itomance languages will teach us the 
spell by which we may hope to open the archives of 
the most ancient history of the Aryan race. If we 
find in all the liomance dialects a word like the 
French pont, the Italian ponte, the Spanish pueiite, 
the Walachian pod, identically the same in all, after 
making allowance for those peculiarities which give 
to each dialect its national character, we have a right 
to say that pons, the name for bridge, was known 
before these langu-igcs separated, and that, there¬ 
fore, the art of building bridges must have been 
known at the same time. We could assert, even if 
we knew nothing of Latin and of Eorne, that pre¬ 
vious, at least, to the tenth century, books, bread, 
wine, houses, villages, towns, towers, and gates, &c., 
wore known to those people, whoever they were, from 
whose language the modern dialects of Southern 
Europe are derived. It is true, we should not be 
able to draw a very perfect picture of the intellectual 
state of the Roman peo{)le if we were obliged to 
construct their history from such scanty rn-iterials; 
yet, Ave should be able to prove that there really was 
such a people, and, in the absence of any other infor¬ 
mation, even a few casual glimpses of their Avork in 
life Avould be Avclcome. But, though we miglit safely 
use this method positively, only taking care to avoid 
foreign terms, Ave could not invert it or use it 
negatively. Because each of the Romance dialects 
has a different name for certain objects, it does not 
follow that the objects themselves were unknown to 
the ancestors*of the Romance nations.* Paper was 
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known at Rome, yet it is called carta in Italian, 
papier in French. 

Now, as we know knotliing of the Aryan race, 
before it was broken np into difterent nationalities, 
such as Indian, German, Greek,^ Roman, Slavonic, 
Teutonic, and Celtic.—this method of making lan¬ 
guage itself tell the history of ancient times will 
become of great value, because it will give a 
character of historical reality to a period in the 
history of the human race, the very existence of 
which had been doubted,—to a period that had been 
called ‘ a past that was never ju’csent.’ We jnust 
not expect a comjdete history of civilisation, exhi¬ 
biting in full detail a picture of the times when the 
lanjruncc of Homer and of the Veda had not yt^t been 
formed. But we shall feel by some small but signi¬ 
ficant traits the real presence of that early jieriod in 
the history of the human mind,—a jieriod which, for 
reasons that Avill be clearer hereafter, Ave idcaitify 
with the Mythopoeic. 


Stiiiskrit. Zond. Crook. Gothic. Slavonic, Irish. 

Vathor: ]ntfir psitar pntor fatlar .. athnir 

Mother: nidtur infUar nmtor .. mnli (gcn.matcro) inuthuir 

Rrother: hhritar bnltar frator hrftthar hrni' hrntliair 

Si-slor: f:v/is:ir qa«vhrtr .. fcoror sviNtnr S'sini siur 

Dauglitcr: Uuhitiiir dughdhar dvydrijp .. ihiuiitur (hith.) dukte Ueur. 


The mere fact, that the names for father, mother, 
brother, sister, .and daughter are the same in 
most of the Aryan languages, might at first sight 
seem of immaterial significance; yet, even these 
words are full of import. That the name of father 
was coined at that carl}' ])eriod, shows tliat the 
father acknoAvledged the otfsjwing of his wife as his 
own, for thus only had he a right to claim the title 
of father. Father is derived from a root Pa, Avhich 
means, not to beget, but to protect, to support, to 
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nourish. The father as progenitor, was called in San¬ 
skrit /yanitar, hut as protector and supporter of his 
offspring he was called pi tar. Hence, in the Veda 
these two narties are used together, in order to 
express the. full idea of father. Thus the poet says 
(1. 164, 33): 

Dv.’iiis nio pita.^anit&. 

Jo(vj)s iiiei jwtcT genitor. 

Zei/f i/iui Trun)i> ytteri'ip. 

In a similar manner mfitar, mother, is joined 
Avith lyanitri, genitrix (Rv. III. 48, 2), Avhich shows 
that the word matar must soon have lost its etymo¬ 
logical meaning, and have become an expression of 
respect and eiulearment. Among the earliest Aryans, 
matar had the meaning of maker, from Ma, to 
fashion; and, in this sense, and with the same accent 
as the (Ireek /iry'rryp, iniVtar, not yet determined by a 
femimiie affix, it is used in the Veda as a masculine. 
Thus Ave read, for instance, Rv. VIII. 41, 4: 

Si't/t niutil padatn. 

‘ He, Varuna (Uivanos), is the maker of the old place.’ 

Noav, it should be observed^ that matar, as aax'II 
as ])itar, is but one out of many names by Avhich 
the idea of father and mother might have been e:;- 
pressed. Kven if Ave contincid ourselves to the root 
Pa, and took the granting of support to his offspring 
as the most cliai'acteristic attribute of father, many 
Avords might have been, and actually Avere, formed, 
all equally tit to become, so to say, the proper names 
of father. In Sanskrit, protector can be expressed 
not only by Pa, followed by the derivative suffix tar, 
but by pfi-la, j)a-laka, pil-yd, all meaning protector. 
The fact, that out of many possible fo^ms, one only 
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has been admitted into all tlio Aryan dictionario.s, 
shows that there must have been soinethin;^ like a 
traditional usage in language long before the separa¬ 
tion of the Aryan family took place. He.sides, there 
were other roots from which the name of fatlier 
might have been formed, such as Gan, from whicli 
we have ^anitar, genitor, ysv-riji; or Tak, from 
whieh the Greek toxsJv.-; as Pah, from which the 
Latin parens; not to mention many other names 
equally applicable to e.xpress some jn-ominent atti'i- 
bute of a father in his relation to his children. If 
each Aryan dialect had formed its own name for 
father, from one of the many roots wliich all the 
Aryan dialects share in common, Ave should he able 
to say that thei'c was a radical community between 
all these languages; but we .should never succeed 
in proving, what is most essential, their historical 
community, or their divergence from one language 
which had already acquired a decided idiomatical 
consistency. 

It happens, however, even Avith these, the most 
essential terms of an incipient civilisation, that one 
or the other of the Aryan dialects has lost the 
ancient expression, and replaced it by a ncuv one. 
The common Aryan names for brother and sister, for 
instance, do not occur in Greek, avIktc brother and 
sister are called doiy,(p6g and a3fX<|>r'. To conclude 
from this that at the time Avhen the Greeks started 
from their Aryan home, the names of brother .and 
sister had not yet been framed, Avould be a mistake. 
We have no reason to suppose that the Greeks were 
the first to leave, and, if we find that nations like 
the Teutonic or Celtic, who could have had no 
contact with, the natives of India after the first 
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separation had taken place, share the name of 
brother in common with Sanskrit, it is as certain 
that this name existed in the jiriinitive Arjam lan¬ 
guage, as the occurrence of the same word in Wala¬ 
chian and Portuguese would prove its Latm origin, 
though no trace of it existed in any of the other 
Itomance dialects. No doubt, the growth of lan¬ 
guage is governed by immutable laws, but the 
influence of accident is more considerable here than 
in any other branch of natural science; and though 
in this case it is j)Ossil)le to find a principle which 
determines tlie accidental loss‘s of the ancient names 
for brother and sister in Greek, yet this is not the 
case always, and we shall frequently find that one 
or the other Aryan dialect does not exhibit a term 
which yet, on the strength of our general argument, 
Ave shall fi'el justified in ascribing to the most 
ancient period of Aryan speech. 

The mutual relation between brother and sister 
had been hallowed at that early period, and it had 
been sanctioned by names whicli had become tradi¬ 
tional before the Aryan family broke up into dif¬ 
ferent colonies. The original meaning of bhiAtar 
seems to me to have been he who carries or assists; 
of svasar, she who jfloases or consoles—svasti 
meaning in Sanskrit joy or happiness. 

In duhitar, again, avc find a name Avhich must 
have become traditional long before the separation 
took jilace. It is a name identically the same in all 
the dialects, except Latin, and yet Sanskrit alone 
could have preserved a consciousness of its appella¬ 
tive power. Duhitar, as Professor Lassen was the 


*• See ‘Edinburgh Review,’ Oct. 1851, pt 820. 
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first to show, is derived from ])uii, si root which in 
Sanskrit means to milk. It is perhaps connected 
with the Latin duco, and tin* transition of meaning 
would be the same as between trahere, to draw, 
and traire, to milk. Now, the name of milkmaid, 
given to the daughter of tlie house, 0 {)ens before our 
eyes a little id} ll of the ])oetical and pastoral life' of 
the early Aryans. One of tlic fcAV things by Avhieh 
the daughter, belbrt' she was married, miglit make 
herself useful in a nomadic household, was the milk¬ 
ing of the cattle, and it discloses a kind of delicacy 
and humour, even in the rudest stat(^ of society, if 
we imagine a fatlier calling his daugliter his little 
milkmaid, rather than suta, his begotten, or filia, 
the suckling. This meaning, liowttvcr, must have 
been forgotten long before the Aryans separated. 
Duhitar was then no longer a nickname, but it had 
become a technical term, or so to say, the proper 
name of daughter. That many words were I'oitned 
in the same spirit, and that they were ap[)licable 
only during a nomadic state of life, avc shall have 
frequent opportunity of seeing, as avc go on. lint 
as the transition of words of such s[)ecial meaning 
into general terms, deprived of all etymological 
vitality, may seem strange, avc may as Avell give at 
once a few analogous cases where, behind expressions 
of the most general currency, avc can discover, by 
means of etymology, this peculiar background of the 
ancient nomad life of the Aryan nations. The very 
word peculiar may serve as an illustration, taken 
from more modern times. Peculiar, now means 
singular, extraordinary, but originally it meant what 
was private, i.e. not common, property; beingderiA'cd 
from pecuHum. Now, the Latin peftulium stands 
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for pecudiuiTi (like consilium for considium); 
and beinn^ derived from peeus, pecudis, it, expressed 
orijjiiially ivluit we sliould call cattle and chattel. 
Cattle constitutiiiff the cliief pei-sonal property of 
agricultural pecjple, we may well understand how 
peculiar, tiKiaiiing oi'iginally what refers to one’s own 
])ruperty, came to mean not-common, and at last, in 
our modern conversation, passed into the meaning of 
strfinge. J need hardly mention the well-known 
etymology of jK'Cunia, which being derived from the 
same Avord, ])ecu, and therefore signifying flocks, 
took gradually the meaning of money, in the same 
maimer as the Anglo-Saxon feoh, the German Vieh, 
cattle (and originally according to Grimm’s law, the 
same Avord as ])e.cu), received in the course of time 
th(^ sense of a pecuuiaiy remuneration, a fee. What 
takes place in modi:rn languages, and, as it AA’ere, 
under our OAvn eyes, must not surprise us in more 
distant ages. Noav, the most useful cattle liaA'c 
ahvays been the ox and the coav, and they seem 
to have constituted the chief riches and the most 
impor^mt nuiaiis of subsistence among the Aryan 
nations. Ox and coav arc called in Sanskrit go, 
plur. gavas, Avhieh is the same Avord as the Old 
Iligh-German chuo, jdur. eh uoAvi, and AAuth a change 
from the guttural to the labial media, the classical 
iSout,-, |6d=t', and bos, boves. Some of the ShiA-onic lan¬ 
guages also have jireserved a few traces of this ancient 
name: for instance, the Lettish goAvs, coav; the 
Slavonic govj-ado, a lici'd; Servian govedar, a coav- 
herd. From (io^i Ave have in Greek iS&axu'Xof, Avhich 
meant originally a coAv-herd, but in the verb 
the meaning of tending cows has been 
absorbed by the more general one of tending cattle. 
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nay, it is used in a metaphorical sense, such as I'Kvia-i 
6ouKc.Xooju.ai, I feed myself on vain hopes. It is used 
with regard to horses, and thus we find for horse- 
herd, (jr!ro6ou'KoXo<,-, originally a cow-herd of horses, 
—an cx[)rcssion which we can only compare to San¬ 
skrit goyuga, meaning a yoke of oxen, but after¬ 
wards any pair, so that a pair of o.xen would be 
called go-go-ynga. Thus, in Sanskrit, go-jta 
means originally a cow-herd, but it soon loses this 
specific meaning, and is used for the head of a cow- 
pen, a herdsman, and at last, like the (ircek 7roi,ur)x 
Xaujy, for a king. I'roiii go[)a a new verb is formed, 
gopayati, and in it all traces of its original meaning 
are obliterated; it means simply to jirotect. As 
goj)a meant a cow-herd, go-tr.a, in Sanskrit, teas 
originally a hurdle, and meant the enclosure by 
which a herd was jn-orected against thie\ (>s, and kept 
from straying, (lotra, however, has almost entirely 
lost its ctymologicid power in the later S.anskrit, 
where the feminine only, gotra, jirescrves the mean¬ 
ing of a herd of kine. In ancient times, when most 
wars were carried on, not to maintain the b^ilance 
of power of Asia or Europe, but to take possession 
of good pasture, or to apjiropriate large herds of 
cattle'-*, the hurdles grew naturally into the walls of 
fortresse.s, the hedges became strongholds; Anglo- 
Saxon tfin, a close (German Zaun), became a town; 
and those who lived behind the same walls were 
called a gotra, a family, a tribe, a race. In the 
Veda, gotra is still used in the sense of folds or 
hurdles (III. 39, 4): 


'Xirip rofipQ *1 \iiac ‘Toxar.’ 36. Grimm, ‘History 

of the German Language,’ p. 17. 
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NAki/i (‘shAm ninditd martycshu 
Ye usrnakain pitAra/i gosliu yodliS/t 
IndniA esliain drindiita muhinav&n 
tJt gotraai saarigu damsAiiavan., 

‘ There is not among men one scoffing at them 
who were our fathers, who fought among the cows. 
Indra, tlie mighty, is their defender; he, the powerful, 
spread out their hurdles^*, i. e. their possessions.’ 

‘Fighting among or for tlie cows,’goshu-yiidh, 
is used in the Veda as a name for warrior, in general, 
I, 112, 22; and one of the most frequent words for 
battle is guv-ishii, literally ‘striving for cows.’ In 
the later Sanskrit, however, gaveshawa means 
simply, research (physical or philosophical), gavesh, 
to inquire. Again, gosh/Aa means cow-pen or 
stable but, with the progress of time 

and civilisation, goshiAi became the name of an 
assembly, nay, it was used to express discussion and 
gossip, as gossip in English too mc.ant originally a 
godfather or godmother, and then took the abstract 
sense of idle conversation or tattle. 

All these words, composed with go, cattle, to Avhich 
many more might ha\’e been added if Ave were not 
afraid of trying the patience of our less sceptical 
read(;rs, proved that the people Avho formed them must 
have led a half nomadic and pastoral life, and Ave may 
Avell understfind how the same people came to use 
duhitar in the sense of daughter. Lantruaffc has 

Hurdle seems to be connected with the Vaidik iAardis, 
house, i. e. enclosure, and from the same root we have Gothic 
hairda, Anglo-Saxon heord, hicirti, a herd. The original root 
would have been At/nird, which stands for skard, and the initial 
8 is drojit. Another explanation is given by Aufrecht in Kuhn’s 
‘ Zeitschrift,’ vol. i. p. 3(12. 
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been called a map of the science and manners of the 
people who speak it, and w’c should jn’obably find, if 
w'e examined tlic language of a maritime ])eople, that 
instead of cattle and pasture, shijjs iind w’ater would 
form part of many words wdiieh afterwards w'ere 
apjdied in a more general sense. 

We proceed to exafnine other terms w'hich indicate 
the state of society previous to the separation of the 
Aryan race, and wliicli we hope will give to our dis¬ 
tant picture that expression of truth and reality which 
can bo appreciated even by those who have never seen 
the original. 

AVe ])ass over the words for son, partly because 
their etymolog}’ is of no intenist, their meaning being 
simply that of natus, born partly beraiise tlie posi¬ 
tion of the son, or the successor and inheritor of his 
father’s wealth and ])()wer, would claim a namo at a 
much earlier time than daugliter, sister, or brotlier. 
All these relations in fact, exj)ressed by father and 
mother, son and daugliter, brother and sister, are 
fixed, we should say, by the. law's of nature, and tlieir 
acknowledgment in language would not jirote any 
considerable advance in civilisation, however appro¬ 
priately the names them.^elves might have been 
chosen. But there are other relations, of later origin, 
and of a more conventional character, sanctioned, it 
is true, by the laws of society, but not proclaimed 
by the voice of nature,—relations which are ajitly 

For in.stancc, Sausl<. sfmu, (tolli. suinis, Lilli, .siinas, all from 
su, to beget, wlience Greek vide, but by a (lifl'erent hiifli.x. Saiisk. 
putra, son, is of doubtful origin. It was siipjiosed to be shared by 
the Celtic branch, (liret. paotr, boy; paotrez, girl,) but it has 
been shown that the Breton paotr comes from paltr, as aotrou is 
the Corn, altrou. 
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expressed in English by the addition of in-law, as 
father-in-law, mother, son, diiogliter, brother, and 
sister-in-law. If the names for these relations could 
be vindicated for the earliest period of Aryan civili¬ 
sation, we should have gained something considerable, 
for though there is hardly a diahet in Africa or Aus¬ 
tralia in which we do not tind words for father, mother, 
son, dsiughter, brother, and sister, and hardly a tribe 
in whicli these natural degrees of relationship are not 
hallowed, there an; languages in Avhich the degrees 
of alHnity have never rceeived expression, and tribes 
who ignore their very meaning^'h 


Rnnskrit. Greek. 

Fatlipr-in-law: .■tvAviira 

Wotber-in-lnw: xvusru tjc-pd 

Si)n-iij-la\v: j/iniiiltar yafippi^ 

I)augl»lor*iij-l!i\v tsjiusliji i-ud? 


Gothic. Slavonic. Celtic, 
soccr sv.Tihni «vi*kr W.ehwegrwri 

Koenw svtiihro hvekrvj AV, dtwi’gyr 

gener .. .. Brcl.gtH’er 

minis I j snneha 


Hrot]»er-iii-law: 
Sislcriti'law: 


rt^vlir j (in3p«5EA0ot) ; ' 

(ntasmUr) j (k'los 

va.tnr:is (M'ivi's I - - 

„l l.nilli,Ts) jamlncei 

syfl,'i (wife’s 1 •.. 
tmitlMT) sml 

sviiil (wire’. (.a.iii'.i (ImsO 

•hi., -I "d 

1 sista-s) J 


» A.S. Ui -' I.itli.de- 
1 cor )' weri-s ) 

(O.lhvlicm) 
” \ .s4-lva f 

^ I’ldn.ja-1 
■ ■ t trew f 


The above table shows that, before the separation 
of the Aryan race, everyone of the degrees of aflinity 
had received expression and sanction in language, 
for, although some spaces had to be left empty, the 
coincidences, such as they are, arc sufficient to Avarrant 
one general conclusion. If aa^c find in Sanskrit, the 
Avord putra, son, and in Celtic, again, paotr, son, 
root and suffix being the same, Ave must remember 
that, although none of the other Ar3’an dialects has 
preserved this AA'ord in exactly the same form, yet the 
identity of the Celtic and S.anskrit terra can onlv' be 
explained on the supposition that putra Avas a com- 


See Sir J. Lubbock, ‘ Transact, of Etlmol. Socipty,’ vi. 337. 
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mon Aryan term, well known before any branch of 
this family was severed from ihe common, stem. 

In modem languages we might, if dealing with 
similar cases, feel inclined to admit a later communi* 
cation, but fortunately, in ancient languages, no such 
intercourse was possible, after the southern branch of 
the Aryan family had once crossed the Hlmklaya, 
and the northern branch set foot on the shores of 
Europe. Different questions are raised where, as is 
the case with gkmkt&v and yap.^pog^ originally bride¬ 
groom or husband^®, then son-in-law, we are only able 
to prove that the same root was taken, and therefore 
the same radical idea expressed by Greek and San¬ 
skrit, while the derivation is peculiar in each language. 
Here no doubt we must be more careful in our con¬ 
clusions, but generally we shall find that these formal 
differences are only such as occur in dialects of the 
same language, when out of many possible forms, 
used at first promiscuously, one was chosen by one 
poet, one by another, and then became popular and 
traditional. This at least is more likely than to 
suppose that to express a relation which might be 
expressed in such various ways, the Greek should 
have chosen the same root ya/t to form and 

yun&pos, independently of the Hindu, who took that 
root for the same purpose, only giving it a causal foraa 
(as in bhratar instead of bhartar), and appending 
to it the usual suffix, tar; thus forming yk'mA-tar, 
instead, of yamara or yamara. The Latin word 
genef is more difficult still, and if it is the same word 
as the Greek yajj^pog for yaft.pog, the transition <rf m 
?ii ^ only be explained by a process of assimila- 

•• mktirai a y^ftas M rmf oktlur rije 
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tion, and by a desire to give to the ancient, word gemer 
a more intelligible form. When, as it happens not 
unfrequently, one of the Aryan languages has lost a 
common term, we are sometimes enabled to prove its 
former existence by means of derivatives. In Greek, 
for instance, at least in the classical language, there 
is no trace of tiepos, grandson, which we have in 
Sanskrit ndp&t, German nefo ; nor of neptis, San¬ 
skrit ndptJ, German nift. Yet there is in Greek 
a-vsi^iog, a first cousin, i.e. one with whom we are grand¬ 
sons together, as the uncle is called the little-grand- 
father, avunculus from avus. This word is 

formed like Latin consobrinus, i. e. consororinus, 
one with whom we are sister-children, our modern 
cousin, Italian cugino, in which there remains very 
little of the original word soror, from which however 
it is derived. ’Ai/silnog therefore proves that in Greek 
also, some word like vtvous must have existed in the 
sense of child or grandchild, and it is by a similar pro¬ 
cess that we can prove the former presence in Greek, 
of a term corresponding to Sanskrit sydla, a wife’s 
brother. In Sanskrit a husband calls his wife’s brother 
syala, his wife’s sister syali. Therefore, in Greek, 
Peleus would call Amphitrite, and Poseidon Thetis, 
their sydlis: having married sisters, they would have 
sydlis in common—they would be what the Greeks 
call asAioi, for sy between two vowels is generally 
dropt in Greek; and the only anomaly consists in the 
short e representing the long k in Sanskrit. 

There are still a few words which throw a dim light 
on the early organisation of the Aryan family life. The 
position of the widow was acknowledged in language 
and in law, and we find no trace that, at that early 
period, she who had lost her husband was doomed 

VOL. n. D 
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to die with him. If this custom had existed, the want 
of having a name for widow would hardly have been 
felt, or, if it had been, the word would most likely 
have had some reference to this awful rite. Now, 
husband, or man, in Sanskrit is dhava, a woi’d which 
does not seem to exist in the other Aryan languages, 
for dea, which Pictet brings forward as Celtic, in the 
sense of a man or jjerson, is a Avord that has never 
been authenticated. From dhava, Sanskrit forms 
the name of the widoAV by the addition of the prepo¬ 
sition vi, which means without; thpdr^ore vi-dhav4, 
husbandless, widow. This compMnd has been pre¬ 
served in languages which have lost the simple Avord 
dhava, thus shoAving the great antiquity of this tra¬ 
ditional term. We have it not only in Celtic feadbh, 
but in Gothic viduvo, Slavonic vdova, Old Prussian 
widdewh, and Latin vidua. If the custom of widow- 
burning had existed at that early period, there would 
have been no vidhavfts, no husbandless women, be¬ 
cause they AA’ould all have followed their husband into 
death. Therefore the very name indicates, Avhat we 
are further enabled to prove by Idstorical evidence, 
the late origin of widow-burning in India. It is true, 
that when the English Government prohibited this 
melancholy custom, as the Emperor Jehangir had 
done before, and Avhen the whole of India AA'as said 
to be on the verge of a religious revolution, the 
Brahmans Avere able to appeal to the Veda as the 
authority for this sacred rite, and as they had the pro¬ 
mise that their religious practices should not be inter¬ 
fered with, they claimed respect for the Suttee. Ea- 
ghunandana and other doctors had actually quoted 
chapter and verse from the liig-veda, and Cole- 
brooke^^, the most accurate and learned Sanskrit 
*' On the Duties of a Faithful Widow, ‘ Asiatic Researches,’ vol. 
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scholar we have ever had, has translated this passage 
in accordance with their viewe: 

iv. pp. 209, 219. Calcutta. 1795. The principal authorities of this 
Essay are to be seen in Colebrookc’s ‘ Digest,’ book iv. cap. 3, sect. 1, 
wliich is a literal translation of a section of fragann&tha’s ‘ Vivida- 
bhangaraava,’ to be found in MS. Wilson, 224, vol. iii. p. 62. See 
some interesting remarks on this subject, and the correction of a 
mistake in my notes, in the third volume of the ‘Journal of the 
Koyal Asiatic Society,’ Part I., Art. VII., The Source of Cole- 
brwke’s Essay, ‘ On the Duties of a Faithful Hindu Widow,’ by 
Fitzedward Hall, E.s<]., M.A., D.C.L., Oxon. The reasons which I 
gave at a meeting of the Iloyal Asiatic Society for my opinion that 
Colebrooke availed himself of the ‘ Vivada-bhangSrnava,’ while 
writing his Essay on ‘ The Duties of a Faithful Hindu Widow,’ were 
as follows: ‘ On page 117, Colebrooke quotes: 

1. A pas.sage from Vishnu; 

2. A iKtssago from Praietas; 

.3. A passage from the Sm/iti. 

The same pa.ssagea, in exactly the same order, are quoted as Nos. 
133, 131, 13.') of the ‘Digest.’ 

This argument has been, if not invalidated, at least modified, by 
the fact that the same passages occur likewise in the same order in 
Kjighunandana’s ‘ Nuddhitattva,’ a work which was consulted by 
6’agannutha in the compilation of his ‘ Corpus Juris.’ 

My second reason was: ‘On page 119, Colebrooke quotes: 

1. A saying ascribed to Narada (i. e. taken from the ‘ Brihan Nara- 

dtya Purana ’); 

2. A pa.ssago from Briha5])ati, with which, at the end, a line of 

llaghunandana’s commentary is mixed up. 

3. A p.assage .supported by the authority of Gotama (or Gautama). 
The same passages, in exactly the same order, form Nos. 127,128,129 
of the ‘Vivada-bhangarnava.’ The line from Kaghunimdana follows 
in the ‘ Vivuda-bhangarnava,’ as in Colebrooko’s Ess,ay, immediately 
after the extract frogi Brihaspati, and the mistake of mixing the 
words of Eaghunandana with those of Brihaspati could only have 
arisen because, instead of mentioning Eaghunandana’s n.ame, the MS. 
of the ‘ Vivada-bhangdreava’ reads: iti SmdrtiV). Neither the 
‘ (Suddhitattva,’ nor any other work that I have met with, gives these 
three passages with the extract from Raghunananda in the same 
order as the ‘ Viv^da-bhangarBava’ and Colebrooke’s Jilsaaj. 

j> 2 
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‘Omi let these women, not to be widowed, good 
wives adorned with coUyrium, holding clarified butter, 
consign themselves to the fire ! Immortal, not child¬ 
less, not husbandless, well adorned with gems, let 
them pass into the fire, whose original element is 
water.’ (From the Rig-veda.) 

Now this is perhaps the most flagrant instance of 
what can be done by an unscrupulous priesthood. 
Here have thousands and thousands of lives been 
sacrificed, and a fanatical rebellion been threatened 
on the authority of a passage which was mangled, mis¬ 
translated, and misapplied. If anybody had been able 
at the time to verify this verse of the Rig-veda, the 
Brahmans might have been beaten with their own 
weapons ; nay, their spiritual prestige might have 
been cqnsiderably shaken. The Rig-veda, which now 
hardly one Brahman out of a hundred is able to read, 
so far from enforcing the burning of widows, shows 
clearly that this custom was not sanctioned during 
the earliest period of Indian history. According to 
the hymns of the Rig-veda and the Vaidik ceremonial 
contained in the Gnhya-sfitras, the wife accompanies 
the corpse of her husband to the funeral pile, but she 
is there addressed with a verse taken from the Rig- 
veda, and ordered to leave her husband, and to return 
to the world of the living^®. ‘ Rise, woman,’ it is said, 

** See Grimm’s Essay on ‘ The Burning of the Bead; ’ Eoth's 
article on ‘ The Burial in India; ’ Professor Wilson’s article on 
‘ The supposed Vaidik authority for the Burning of Hindu Widows;’ 
and my own translation of the complete documentary evidence pub- 
li^ed by Professor Wilson at the end of his article, and by myself in 
the ‘ Journal of the German Oriental Society,’ vol. ix. fasc. 4. Pro¬ 
fessor Wilson was the first to point out the falsification of the text, 
and fhe changp of ‘yonim agre’ into ‘yonim agneA.’ 
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‘ come to the world of life ; thou sleepest nigh unto 
him whose life is gone. Come to us. Thou hast thus 
fulfilled thy duties of a wife to the husband who once 
took thy hand, and made tbee a mother.’ 

This verse is preceded by the very verse which 
the later Brahmans have falsified and quoted in sup¬ 
port of their cruel tenet. The reading of the verse 
is beyond all doubt, for there is no various reading, in 
our sense of the word, in the whole of the Rig-veda. 
Besides, we have the commentaries and the cere¬ 
monials, and nowhere is there any difiference as to the 
text or its meaning. It is addressed to the other 
women who are present at the funeral, and who have 
to pour oil and butter on the pile: 

‘ May these women who are not widows, but have 
good husbands, draw near with oil and butter. Those 
who are mothers may go up first to the altar, without 
tears, without sorrow, but decked with fine jewels.’ 

Now the w'ords, ‘the mothers may go first to the 
altar,’ are in Sanskrit, 

‘ A rohantu jranayo yonim agre; ’ 
and this the Brahmans have changed into 

‘ A roliantu yanayo yonim agneft; ’ 

—a small change, but sufficient to consign many lives 
to the womb (yonim) of fire (agne^)^®. 


In a similar manner the custom of widow-burning has been 
introduced by the Brahmans in an interpolated passage of the ‘ Toy- 
Cart,’ an Indian drama of king Shdraka, which was translated by 
Professor Wilson, and has lately been performed at Paris. ‘Le 
Chariot d'Enfant,’ Drame en vers en cinq actes et sept tableaux, 
traduction du Drame Indien du Eoi Soudrska, par MM. M6ry et 
Gerard de Nerval. Paris, 1860. • 
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The most important passage in Vedic literature to 
prove the decided disapproval of widow-burning on 
the part of the ancient Brahmans, at least as far as 
their own caste was concerned, occurs in the B/ihad- 
devatfl,. There we read: 

Udtrshva n&rtty anayk mntam patny anuroliati, 

BhrftU kaniyun pretasya nigadya pratishedhati 
Kury^d etat karma Lota, devaro na bliaved yadi, 
PretiUiugainanaTO na syid iti brahma/iajiasanat. 

Varnanfim itareshm fca strldharmo ’yam bhaven na vii. 

‘ With the verse “ Eise, woman,” the wife ascends to 
follow her dead husband; the younger brother of the 
dejiarted, repeating the verse, prevents her. The 
Hotri priest performs that act, if there is no brother- 
in-law, but to follow the dead husband is forbidden, 
so says the law of the Br4hmans. W^ith regard to 
the other castes this law for women may be or may 
not be^“.’ 

so Part of this passtjge is wanting in MSS. B. b, but it is found in 
A. C. See also M. M., Die Todtenbe-stattung bei den Brahmanen, 
‘ Zeitsohrift der Deutschen Morgeuliindisclien GesellscbatV vol. ix. 
p. vi, where the ritual is somewhat different. 

I add a few extracts from Mr.H. J. Bushby’s work on Widow Burn¬ 
ing: p. 21, ‘Long ago, Oriental scholara, both native and European, 
had shown that the rite of widow-burning was not only un-sanctioned, 
but imperatively forbidden, by the earliest and most authoritative 
Hindoo scriptures. Nay, Colonel Tod in his book on*Eajpootdna 
(Annals of Rajasthan, 1829, vol. i. p. G35), had actually indicated 
this anomaly in Hindoo doctrine as the best point of attack for alxdi- 
tiohists to select.’ P. 22, ‘ Scholars, it is true, had proved Suttee to 
be an innovation and a heresy; but it was an innovation of 2,000 
years standing, and a heresy abetted by the priesthood since the days 
of Alexander. Though unnoticed by Manu, the supplementary wri¬ 
tings with which the Hindoos, like the Jews, have overlaid their 
primitive books, are profuse in its praise.’ P. 29, ‘Major Ludlow 
determined; if‘possible, to induce two or three trustworthy and 
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After this digression, we return to the earlier period, 
of history of which language alone can give us any 
information, and, as we have claimed for it the name 
of widow, or the husbandless, we need not wonder 
that the name for husband also is to this day in most 
of the Aryan languages the same which had been 
fixed upon by the Aryans before their separation. It 
is pati in Sanskrit, meaning originally strong, like 
Latin potis or potens. In Lithuanian the form is 
exactly the same, patis, and this, if we apply Grimm’s 
law, becomes faths, as in Gothic bruth-faths, bride¬ 
groom. In Greek, again, we find s-tla-js instead of 
TTOTiff. Now, the feminine of pati in Sanskrit is patni, 
and there is no doubt that the old Prussian pattin, 
in the accusative wais-pattin, and the Greek n-orvia 
are mere transcripts of it, all meaning the mistress. 

Whiit the husband was in his house, the lord, the 
sti-ong protector; the king was among his people. 
Now, a common name for people was vis in Sanskrit, 
from which the title of the third caste, the house- 
holders, or Vaisyas is derived. It comes from the 

influential natives to undertake the cause; to ply them with the 
critical objection drawn At>m the older Scriptun>a.” For further par¬ 
ticulars as to the efforts made for the suppression of Suttee I may refer 
to the interesting narrative of Mr. II. J. Bushby, on ‘ Widow Burn¬ 
ing,’ pubMied originally in the ‘ Qiuirterly Review,’ and afterwards 
as a separate pamphlet. (London, Longmans, 1855.) It shows how 
much ha.s been done, and therefore, how much more may be done, 
by appealing to the most ancient and most sacred Sanskrit autho¬ 
rities in discussions with the natives of India. If the fact that Maua 
never sanctions the burning of widows could produce such an im¬ 
pression on the Vakeels of Rijputdna as described by Mr. Bushby, 
how much more powerful would be an appeal to the Veda, the 
authority of which, whenever a discrepancy occurs, invariably ovei- 
rides that of Manu! • 
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same root from which we have in Sanskrit vesa, 
house, oTxof, vicus, Gothic veihs, German wich, and 
the modem English termination of many names of 
places. Hence vispati in Sanskrit meant king, i, e. 
lord of the people, and that this compound had become 
a title sanctioned by Aryan etiquette before the sepa¬ 
ration, is confirmed in a strange manner by the Lithu¬ 
anian wifisz-patis, a lord, wi6sz-patene, a lady, as 
compared with the Sanskrit vis-patis and vispatni. 
There was, thei’efore, at that early jjeriod, not only a 
nicely-organised family life, but the family began to 
be absorbed by the state, and here again conventional 
titles had been fixed, and were handed down perhaps 
two thousand years before the title of C®sar was 
heard of. 

Another name for people being d&sa or dasyu, 
d4sa-pati no doubt was an ancient name for king. 
There is, however, this great difference between vi,v 
and d4sa, that the former means people, the latter 
subjects, conquered races, nay originally enemies. 
Dasyu in the Veda is enemy, but in the Zend-Avesta, 
where we have the same word, it means provinces or 
gentes; and Darius calls himself, in his mountain 
records, ‘ king of Persia and king of the provinces,’ 
(kshkyathiya Pkrsaiya, ksh&yathiya dahyu- 
nkm.) Hence it is hardly doubtful that the Greek 
8s<r-7roTijs represents a Sanskrit title d&sa-pati, lord 
of nations; but we cannot admit that the title of 
Hospodar, which has lately become so notorious, 
should, as Bopp says, be the same as Sanskrit 
vi«-pati or d&sa-pati. The word is gaspadorus 
in Lithuanian; in Old Slav, gospod, gospodin, and 
gospod.ar; Pol. gospodarz; Boh. hospodar. A 
Slavonic g, however, does not correspond to Sanskrit 
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V or d, nor could the t of pati become d*^. Benfey, 
who derives gospod from the’Vaidik^&spati, avoids 
the former, but not the latter difficulty; and it is cer¬ 
tainly better to state these difficulties than to endea¬ 
vour to smuggle in some ancient Aryan terms, in 
defiance of laws which can never be violated with 
impunity. 

A third common Aryan word for king is rkg in 
the Veda; rex, regis, in Latin; reiks in Gothic, 
a word still used in German, as reich, regnum, 
Frank-reich, regnum Francorum ; in Irish riogh; 
Welsh ri. 

A fourth name for king and queen is simply father 
and mother. Ganaka in Sanskrit means father, from 
Gan, to beget; it also occure, as the name of a well- 
known king, in the Veda. This is the Old German 
chuning, the English king. Mother in Sanskrit is 
</ani or i^ani, the Greek the Gothic quin6, the 
Slavonic ^^ena, the English queen. Queen, therefore, 
means originally mother, or lady; and thus, again, we 
see how the language of family life grew gi-adually 
into the political language of the oldest Aryan state, 
and how the brotherhood of the family became the 
ipparpta of the State 

We have seen that the name of house was known 
before the Aryan family broke up towards the south 
and the north, and we might bring further evidence 
to this effect by comparing Sanskrit dam a with Greek 
So'jaos, Latin domus, Slav, domii, Celtic daimh, and 

See Schleicher’s excellent remarks in his ‘Formenlehre der 
Kirchenslawischen Sprache,’ 1852, p. 107. 

** See ‘Lectures on the Science of Language,’ Second Series, 
p. 255, and particularly the German translation, where objections to 
this deriTation have been answered. • 
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Gothic timrjan, to build, from which English timber, 
though we may doubt the identity of the Slavonic 
grod and gorod, the Lithuanian grod, with the 
Gothic gards, Latin hort-us, Greek all mean¬ 

ing an enclosed ground. The most essential part of 
a house, particularly in ancient times, being a door 
well fastened and able to resist the attacks of ene¬ 
mies, we are glad to find the ancient name preserved 
in Sanskrit dvar, dvAras, Gothic daur, Lithuanian 
durrys, Celtic dor, Greek 6u«/a, Latin fores. The 
builder also, or architect, has the same name in San¬ 
skrit and Greek, takshan being the Greek rexrmv. 
The Greek a<rry, again, has been compared with San¬ 
skrit vilstu, house; the Greek with Gothic 

haims, a village; the English home. Still more con¬ 
clusive as to the early existence of cities, is the San¬ 
skrit puri, town, preserved by the Greeks in their 
name for town, voXig ; and that highroads also were 
not unknown, appears from Sanskrit path, pat hi, 
panthan, and p&.thas, all names for road, the Greek 
wotTof, the Gothic fad, which Bopp believes to be 
identical with Latin pons, pontis, and Slavonic 
ponti. 

It would take a volume were we to examine all the 
relics of language, though no doubt every new word 
would strengthen our argument, and add, as it were, 
a new stone from which this ancient and venerable 
. ruin of the Aryan mind might be reconstructed. Th-e 
evidence, however, which we have gone through must 
be sufficient to show that the race of men which could 
coin these words—words that have been carried down 
the stream of time, and washed up on the shores of so 
many nations, could not have been a race of savages, 
of mere nomads and hunters. Nay, it should be 
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observed, that most of the terms connected with 
chase and warfare differ in each of the Aryan dialects, 
while words connected with more peaceful occupa¬ 
tions belong generally to the common heir-loom of 
the Aryan language. The, proper appreciation of this 
fact in its general bearing will show how a similar 
remark made by Niebuhr with regard to Greek and 
Latin, requires a very different explanation from that 
which that great scholar, from his more restricted 
point of view, was able to give it. It will show that 
all the Aryan nations had led a long life of peace 
before they separated, and that their language ac¬ 
quired individuality and nationality, as each colony 
started in search of new homes,—new generations 
forming new terms connected with the warlike and 
adventurous life of their onward migrations. Hence 
it is that not only Greek and Latin, but all Aryan 
languages have their peaceful words in common; and 
hence it is that they all differ so strangely in their 
warlike expressions. Thus the domestic animals are 
generally known by the same name in England and 
in India, while the wild beasts have different names, 
even in Greek and Latin. I can only give a list, 
whicli must tell its own story, for it would take too 
much time to enter into the etymological formation 
of all these words, though no doubt a proper under¬ 
standing of their radical meaning would make them 
more instructive as living witnesses to the world of 
thought and the primitive household of the Aryan 
race: 



44 


COJtPASATlTE MTTHOLOGT. 



Sanskrit and Zend. 

Greek 

Italiaa. 

Teutonic. Lithuanian. Slavonic. 

Celtic. 

Qittie: 

plum 

pa«a 

wuvF 

pccu 

i G. faihu 
l0.H.6.fihu 

(Pruw. 

( peoku 

] 


Ox and 
cow: 

(go (nom. 
1 gausl 

[g4o 

fiOVf 

bos 

O.H.G. ohuo 

Lett, gow govjado 

Ir.bd 

Ox: 

ukslHux 

ukhshan 

moaf 

6. auhsaii 



W.ych 

Steer: 

sthhra 

staora 

rav^oi 

taurua 

stiur 

taura*B 

tour 

Ir.tor 

Heifer: 

stur| 


crrcipa 

(sterUis) stairo 



(Ir. eoh 

Horn: 

dsUiUva 

aapa 

iwwoc 

equuB 

A.S. eoh 

ascua, fern. .. 

j GiuiHsh, 

?o&l: 



trwAos 

puUus 

G.fhla 


(E. Bobaka 
\ Buig. kuce 

ep^ 


mn 

ffp& 

(crvaxa) 

j-icwaif' 

canis 

G.hund 

sail 

Jlr.cu 

Sheep: 

avi 


gts 

ovis 

(G. avi'Str 
(£. ewo 

j-avi-s 

Slav, ovjza 

Ir.oi 

Calf; 

vatsa 


iraXor 

Koirpot 

▼itulus 



(Ir.Hthal) 
Ir. Chbhar 




caper 

O.H.g; hafr 



She-goat: 

a£r& 


all 



oxi-s 


ir. aighe 

Sow: 

sH (kara) 


it 

sue 

O.H.G.’sa 


avinia 

Ir. suig 

Bog: 



irdpKor 

porous 

O.H.O. faraii 

parszu-s 

Pol. prosie 

Ir. poro 

Pig: 

ghfislivi 


X<HpO« 


f O.N. grls 
\ Scotch, gris 

} •• 


f (W. asyn) 

1 (Ir. aittiil) 

Donkey: 



ovoc 

asinus 

asilu 

asila-s 

osilu 

Mou»e: 

indsh 


t^vt 

urns 

O.H.G. nUis 


Pol. myaz 

Ply: 

makahikd 

makhshl 

HviOi 

znusca 

O.H.G. wiocK) 

muse 

R. muvha 

G. ganra 

Goose: 

hawsa 


rnf' 

auser 

O.U.6. kans 

zasi-a 

Boh. bus 


Of wild animals some were known to the Aryans 
before they separated, and they happen to be animals 
which live both in Asia and Europe, the bear and the 
wolf: 

Sanskrit. Greek. Italian. Teutonic. Slavonic. Celtic. 
Bear: riksha ifiKrof ursus Lltli. loky^a Ir. art 

Wolf: vrika ](v)ipug Lith-wilka-a Ir. brech 


To them should be added the serpent: 


Sanskrit. Greek. 

Italian. 

Teutonic. 

Slavonic. 

Celtic. 

ahi 


1 anguis ' 

1 O.H.G. uuo 

j Litlt. aitgt-s ] 

1 

Beipent: • 

(«yxeAvs) 

\ (auguilla) 

*• 

\ (angury-s) 

f W. serff 

(sarpa 

, epwcTOv 

Iserpena . 

} .. k 

) .. J 


Without dwelling on the various names of those 
animals which had partly been tamed and domesti¬ 
cated, while others were then, as they are now, the 
natural enemies of the shepherd and his flocks, we 
proceed at once to mention a few words which indidate 
that this early pastoral life was not without some of 
the most primitive arts, such as ploughing, grinding, 
weaving, and the working of useful and precious 
metals. 

The oldest term for ploughing is An, which we find 
in Latin arare, Greek dpouv, to ear. Old Slav, orati. 
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Gothic arjan, Lithuanian arti, and Gaelic ar. From 
this verb we have the common name of the plough, 
aporpov, aratrum, Old Saxon erida, Old Norse 
ardhr, Old Slavonic oralo and oradlo, Lithuanian 
arkla-s, Welsh aradyr and arad, Cornish aradar. 
’’ApovpoL and arvum come probably from the same 
root. But a more general name for field is Sanskrit 
pada, Greek tcs^ov, Umbrian perum, Latin pedum 
in oppidum, Pol. pole, Saxon folda, O.H.G. feld, 
field; or Sanskrit ayra, dypoc^ ager, and Gothic 
akr-s^. 

The corn which was grown in Asia could not well 
have been the same which the Aryan nations after¬ 
wards cultivated in more northern regions. Some of 
the names, however, have been preserved, and may 
be supposed to have had, if not exactly the same, at 
least a similar botanical character. Such are Sanskrit 
yava, Zend yava, Lithuanian javai, which in Greek 
must be changed to Sanskrit sveta means white, 

and corresponds to Gothic hveit, O.H.G. huiz and 
wiz, the Anglo-Saxon hvit. But the name of the 
colour became also the name of the white grain, and 
thus we have Gothic nvaitei, Lith. kw^ty-s, the 
English wheat, with which some scholars have com¬ 
pared the Slav, shito, and the Greek anog. The 
name of corn signified originally what is crushed 
or ^ound. Thus ^urna in Sanskrit means ground, 
^irha, pounded, and from the same radical element we 
must no doubt derive the Russian ^•erno, the Gothic 
kaurn, the Latin granum. In Lithuanian, girna is 
a mill-stone, and the plural girn6s is the name of a 
hand-mill. The Russian word for mill-stone is, again. 


“ ‘ Lectures on the Science of Language,’ fifth edition, vol. i. p. 283. 
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2 ^ernov, and the Gothic name for mill, qvairnuB, the 
later quirn. The English name for mill is likeMrise 
of considerable antiquity, for it exists not only in the 
O.H.G. muli, but in the Lithuanian maluna-a, the 
Bohemian mlyn, the Welsh melin, the Latin mola, 
and the Greek ftuA')). 

We might add the names for cooking and baking, 
and the early distinction between flesh and meat, to 
show that the same aversion which is expressed in 
later times, for instance, by the poets of the Veda, 
against tribes eating raw flesh, was felt alraidy dur¬ 
ing this primitive period. Kravya-ad (x^sag-som) and 
ama-ad are names applied to barbarians, 

and used with the same horror in India as w[j.oi^dyoi 
and xpgco^dyoi in Greece. But w'c can only now 
touch on these points, and must leave it to another 
opportunity to bring out in full relief this old picture 
of human life. 

As the name for clothes is the same among all the 
Aryan nations, being vastra in Sanskrit, vasti in 
Gothic, vestis in Latin, sVSrJj in Gr(it^k, fassradh in 
Irish, gwisk in Welsh, we are justified in ascribing 
to the Aryan ancestors the art of weaving as well as of 
sewing. To weave in Sanskrit is ve, and, in a causa¬ 
tive form, vap. With ve coincide the Latin vieo, and 
the Greek radical of Fr,-Tfiio»; with vap, the O.H.G. 
wab, the English weave, the Greek vi^-aSvm. 

To sew in Sanskrit is siv, from which sfitra, a 
thread. The same root is preserved in Latin suo, 
in Gothic siuja, in O.H.G. siwu, the English to 
sew, Lithdanian siuv-u, Greek xanrJm for xarairuio. 
Another Sanskrit root, with a very similar meaning, 
is Nah, which must have existed also as nabh and 
nadh. From nah we have Latin neo and necto, 
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Greek vlo>, German n&han and n&van, to sew; from 
nadh, the Greek from’ nabh, the Sanskrit 

n4bhi andn&bha or Arnan^bha, the spider, lite¬ 
rally the wool-spinner. 

There is a fourth root which seems to have had 
originally the special meaning of sewing or weaving, 
but which afterwards took in Sanskrit the more 
general sense of making. This is ra/c, which may 
correspond to the Greek paTTw, to stitch together or 
to weave; nay, which might account for another 
name of the spider, in Greek, and aranea in 

Latin, and for the classical name of woven wool, 
’Kayvng or and the Latin lana. 

That the value and usefiilness of some of the metals 
was known before the separation of the Ai’j’an race, 
cun be proved only by a few words; for the names of 
most of the metals differ in different countries. Yet 
there can be no doubt that iron was known, and its 
value appreciated, whether for defence or for attack. 
Whatever its old Aryan name may have been, it is 
clear that Sanskrit ayas, Latin ahes in aheneus, 
and even the contracted form, ms, mris, the Gothic 
ais, the Old High-German er, and the English iron, 
are names cast in the same mould, and only slightly 
corroded even now by the rust of so many centuries. 
The names of the precious metals, such as gold and 
silver, have suffered more in passing through the 
hands of so many generations. But, notwithstanding, 
we are able to discover even in the Celtic airgiod 
the traces of the Sanskrit ra^ata, the Greek Spyupfig,‘ 
the Latin argentum; and even in the Gothic gulth, 
gold, a similarity with the Slavonic zlato and Kus- 
sian zoloto, Greek and Sanskrit hirareyam, 

although their formative elements differ widely. The 
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radical seems to have been har-at, from whence the 
Sanskrit harit, the colour of the sun and of the dawn, 
as aurum also descends from the same root with 
aurora. Some of the iron implements used,^ whether 
for peaceful or warlike purposes,. have kept their 
original name, and it is extremely curious to find 
the exact similarity of the Sanskrit parasu and 
the Greek xeXsxug, axe, or of Sanskrit asi, sword, 
and Latin ensis. 

New ideas do not gain ground at once, and there is a 
tendency in our mind to resist new convictions as long 
as we can. Hence it is only by a gradual and careful 
accumulation of facts that we can hope, on this lin¬ 
guistic evidence, to establish the reality of a period in 
the history of mankind previous to the beginning of 
the most ancient known dialects of the Aryan world 
—previous to the origin of Sanskrit as well as Greek— 
previous to the time when the first Greek arrived on the 
shores of Asia Minor, and looking at the vast expanse 
of sky and sea and country to the west and north, called 
it E ur opa. Let us examine one other witness, whose 
negative evidence will be important. During this 
early period, the ancestors of the Aryan race must 
have occupied a more central position in Asia, whence 
the southern branches extended towards India, the 
northern to Asia Minor, and Europe. It would follow, 
therefore, that before their separation, they could 
not have known the existence of the sea, and hence, 
if our theory be true, the name for sea must be of 
later growth, and different in the Aryan, languages. 
And this expectation is fully confirmed. We find, 
indeed, identical names in Greek and Latin, but not 
in the northern and southern branches of the Aryan 
family. And even these Greek and Latin names 
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are evidently metaphorical expressions,—names that 
existed in the ancient language, and were transferred, 
at a later tiraei to this new phenomenon. Pontus 
and ttoVtos mean sea in the same sense as Homer 
speaks of uypa xsAeo$a, for pontus comes from the 
same source from which we have pons, pontis, and 
the Sanskrit pantha, if not p&thas. The sea was 
not called a barrier, but a high-road,—more useful for 
trade and travel than any other road,—and Professor 
Gurtius®** has well pointed out Greek expressions, 
such as v6vTog cChog 7ro^ir\g and 5aAa<r<ra Tcdt/rou, as in¬ 
dicating, even among the Greeks, a consciousness of 
^tiie original import of vovrog. Nor can words like San¬ 
skrit Sara, Latin sal, and Greek aXg, a7\.dg, be quoted 
as proving an acquaintance with the sea among the 
early Aryans. Sara in Sanskrit means, first, water, 
afterwards, salt made of water, but not necessarily of 
sea-water. We might conclude from Sanskrit sara, 
Greek aXf, and Latin sal, that the preparation of salt 
by evaporation was known to the ancestors of the 
Aryan family before they separated. But this is all 
that could be proved by aX?, sal, and Sanskrit sara or 
salila; the exclusive application of these words to the 
sea belongs to later times; and though the Greek hd- 
y^tog means exclusively marine, the Latin insula is by 
no means restricted to an island surrounded by salt¬ 
water. The same remark applies to words like mq uor 
in Latin or TrsXoryos in Greek. @aXa<r<ra has long been 
proved to be a dialectical form of Sapaurtra. or Tapaa-a-a, 
expressing the troubled waves of the sea (erapa^s SI 
irivTov n«(r£iSa>i»), and if the Latin mare be the same 

See Kuhn’s ‘ Journal of Comparative Philology,’ i. 84. Pro¬ 
fessor Curtius gives the equation; n-dvroc.: rarot^^irOos : jrdfloc— 
/3«r9oc : 

VOL. Ilf 


K 
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as Sanskrit v&ri, v&ri in Sanskrit does not mean sea, 
but water in general, and could, therefore, only confiim 
the fact that all the Aryan nations applied terms of 
a general meaning when'they had each to fix their 
names for the sea. Mare is more likely a name for 
dead or stagnant water, like Sanskrit maru, the 
desert, derived from mri, to die; and though it is 
identical with Gothic niarei, Slav, more, Irish muir, 
the application of all these words to the ocean is of 
later date. But, although the sea had not yet been 
reached by the Aryan nations before their common 
language branched off into various dialects, navigation 
was well known to them. The words oar and rudder 
can be traced back to Sanskrit, and the nam^ of the 
ship is identically the same in Sanskrit (naus, n&vas), 
in Latin (navis), in Greek (vaSc), and in Teutonic 
(Old High-German nacho, Anglo-Saxon naca). 

It is hardly possible to look at the evidence hitherto 
collected, and tvhich, if space tdlowed, might have 
been considerably increased*®, without feeling that 
these words are the fragments of a real language, once 
spoken by a united race at a time which the historian 
has till lately hardly ventured to realise. Yet here 

** A large collection of common Aryan words is found in Grimm’s 
‘ History of tlie Gtornian Langniige.’ The first attempt to use them 
for historical pur|» 08 es was made by Eichhof; but the most useful 
contributions have since been made by Winning in bis ‘ Manual of 
Comparative Philology,’ 1838; by Kuhn, Curtins, and Fbrstemann; 
and much new mattstial is to Ite found in Bo|ip'8 ‘ Crlossarium ’ and 
Pott’s ‘ Etymolt^iscbe Forschungen.’ Pictet’s great work, ‘ Les 
Origines ludo-Europeennes,’ 2 vols. 1859 and 1868, brings together 
the most complete mass of materials, but requires also the most 
careful sifting. With regard to Sanskrit words, in particular, the 
greatest caution is required, as M. Pictet bus not paid to it the 
same-attention as to Celtic, I.atin, Greek, and Slavbuic. 
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we have in our own hands, the relics of that distant 
time; we are using the same words which were used 
by the fathers of the Aiyan race, changed only by 
phonetic influences; nay, we are as near to them in 
thought and speech as the French and Italians are to 
the ancient people of Rome. If any more proof was 
wanted as to the reality of that period which must 
have preceded the dispersion of the Aryan race, we 
might appeal to the Aryan numerals, as irrefragable 
evidence of that long-continued intellectual life which 
characterizes that period. Here is a decimal system 
of numeration, in itself one of the most marvellous 
achievements of the human mind, based on an abstract 
conception of quantity, regulated by a spirit of phi¬ 
losophical classification, and yet conceived, matured, 
and finished before the soil of Europe was trodden 
by Greek, Roman, Slave, or Teuton. Such a system 
could only have been formed by a very small com¬ 
munity, and more than any part of language it seems 
to necessitate the admission of what might almost be 
called a conventional agreement among those who 
first framed and adopted the Aryan names for one to 
hundred. Let us imagine, as well as we can, that at 
the present moment we were suddenly called upon 
to invent new names for one, two, three, and we may 
then begin to feel what kind of task it was to form 
and fix such words. We could easily supply new 
expressions for material objects, because they alwavs 
have some attributes which language can render 
either metaphoricaUy or psriphrastically. We could 
call the sea the salt-water; the rain, the water of 
heaven; the rivers, the daughters of the earth. Num¬ 
bers, however, are, by their very nature, such abstract 
and empty conceptions, that it tries our ingenuity to 
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the utmost to find any attributive element in them 
to which expression might be given, and which 
might in time become the pi'oper name of a merely 
quantitative idea. There might be less difficulty for 
one and two; and hence, these two numerals have 
received more than one name in the Arytm family. 
But this again would only create a new difficulty, 
because, if different people were allowcjd to use dif¬ 
ferent names for the same numeral, the very object 
of these names Avould be defeated. If five could be 
expressed by a term meaning the open hand, and 
might also be rendered by the simple [)lural of the 
■word for fingers, these two synonyn.ous terms would 
be useless for the purpose of any exchange of 
thought. Agiiin, if a word inefming fingers or toes 
might have been used to express five as well as ten, 
all commerce between individuals using the same 
word in different senses, would have been I'endered 
impossible. Hence, in order to ibrin 4and fix a series 
of words expressing one, two, three, four, Ac., it was 
necessary that the ancestors of the Aryan race should 
have come to some kind of unconscious agreement to 
use but one term for each number, and to attach but 
one meaning to each term. This was not the case 
with regard to other words, as may be seen by the 
large proportion of synonymous and polyonymous 
terms by which every ancient language is charac¬ 
terized. The wear and tear of language in literaiy 
and practical usage is the only means for reduc¬ 
ing the exuberance of this early growth, and for 
gi-ving to each object but one name, and to each 
name but one power. And all this must have been 
achieved ■with regard to the Aryan numerals before 
Greek wals Greek, for thus only can we account 
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for the coincidences as exhibited in the subjoined 
table: 


Sanskrit 

Greek. 

lAtlD. 

liithuanfui. 

Gothic. 

I. fikas 

((Hf’n) 

untis 

wieiiss 

ahu 

11. dvau 

diiw 

duo 

du 

tvai 

III. tra>*as 

TfifU 

tres 

trys 

threU 

IT. 

Te'TTOpfff 

(yEolic, triovpes) 

qunttior 
(Onran. pctoni) 

keturi 

fidvOr 

..... • 

V. pa»A;a 

vetfTt 

quiixque 
(f)i«c«ii, pomtis) 

penki 

fimf 

VI. sha.}h 

ft , 

Sf>X 

sr.eszl 

saihs 

Til. sitpta 

eirra 


septynf 

sibun 

Tlil. Hsli^au 

mrw 

orto 

SKKtdni 

ahtau . 

i.V. miva 

ei't'ca 

novera 

devryw! 

iifun 

X. (Ituta 

Seica 

det^em 

dmiint 

taibun 

X(. 

SfitKa 

uiidfcira 

wieiiO'lika 

atu-lif 

Xli. rlvidnsa 

£<u5eita 

dundeoim 

dw.v-lika 

tva-Jif 

XX. 

eiKort 

vitrniti 

dwi'deszimti 

tvaitifijns 

('. ffsitum 

eitardv 

ffntnm 

szimtos 

taihun taibund 

M. saiiasram 

■k lAtot 

luille 

tukstantis 

thusundi. 


If Ave cannot account for the coincidences between 
the French, Italian, Spanish, Portuguese, and Wala¬ 
chian numerals, Avithout admitting that all Avere 
deriA'ed from a common type, the Latin, the same 
conclusion is forced upon us by a comparison of the 
more ancient numerals. They must haA’e existed 
ready made in tliat language from which Sanskrit 
as AA'ell as Welsh is deriA’ed; but only as far as 
hundred. Thousand had not received expression at 
that early period, and hence the names for thousand 
differ, not, however, Avithout giA^ing, by their very 
disagreement, some further indications as to the 
subsequent history of . the Aryan race. We see 
Sanskrit and Zend share the name for thousand in 
common, (Sanskrit sahasra, Zend hazanra,) which 
shoAve, that after the southern branch had been 
sevei'ed from the northern, the ancestors of the 
Brahmans and Zoroastrians continued united for a 
time by the ties of a common language. The same 
conclusion may be draAvn from the agreement be- 
tAveen the Gothic thusundi and the Old Prussian 
thsimtons (acc.), the Lithuanian tukstantis, the 
Old Slavonic tuisasta; while the Greeks and the 
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Romans stand apart from all the rest, and seem to 
formed, each independently, their own name 
for thousand. 

This earliest period, then, previous to any national 
separation, is what I call the niythopoeic period, 
for every one of these common Aiyan words is, in 
a certain sense, a inythe. These words were all 
originally appellative; they expressed one out of 
many attributes, w’hich seemed characteristic of a 
certain object, and the selection of these attributes 
and their expression in language, represents a kind 
of unconscious poetry, which modern languages have 
lost altogether. 

Language has been called fossil poetry. But as 
the artist does not know that the clay which he is 
handling contains the remnants of organic life, we do 
not feel that when we address a father, we call him 
protector, nor did the Greeks, Avhen using the word 
oaijp, brother-in-law, know that thi» term applied 
originally only to the younger brothers of the 
husband, who stayed at home with the bride while 
their elder brother Avas out in the field or the forests. 
The Sanskrit devar meant originally play-mate,—it 
told its oAvn story,—it was a my the; but in Greek 
it has dwindled down into a mere name, or a tech¬ 
nical term. Yet, even in Greek it is not allowed to 
form a feminine of Saij^, as little as we should venture 
even now to form a masculine of ‘ daughter.’ 

Soon, however, languages lose their etymological, 
conscience, and thus we find in Latin, for instance, 
not only vidua, husbandless, (‘Penelope tarn diu 
vidua viro suo caruit,’) but viduus, a formation 
which, if analysed etymologically, is as absurd as the 
Teutonic a •widower. It must be confessed, however, 
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that the old Latin vid uus^®, a name of Orcus, who 
had a temple outside Rome, makes it doubtful 
whether the Latin vidua is really the Sanskrit 
vi-dhav&, however great their similarity. At all 
events we should have to admit that a verb viduare 
was derived from vidua, and that afterwards a new 
adjective was formed with a more general sense, so 
that viduus to a Roman ear meant nothing more 
than privatus. 

But, it may be asked, how does the fact, that the 
Aryan languages possess this treasure of ancient 
names in common, or even the discovery that all 
these names had originally an expressive and poetical 
power, explain the phenomenon of mythological lan¬ 
guage among all the members of this family? How 
does it render intelligible that phase of the human 
mind Avhich gave birth to the extraordinary stories 
of gods and heroes,—of gorgons and chirnreras,—of 
things that n® human eye had ever seen, and that 
no human mind in a healthy state could ever have 
conceived? 

Before we can answer this question, we must enter 
into some moi’e preliminary observations as to the 
formation of words. Tedious as this may seem, we 
believe that while engaged in these considerations, 
the mist of mythology rvill gi’adually clear away, and 
enable us to discover behind the floating clouds of the 
dawn of thought and language, that real nature wliich 
mythology has so long veiled and disguised. 

All the common Aryan Avords Avhich we have 
hitherto examined referred to definite objects. 
They are all substantives, they express something 


Hartung, ‘ Dio Religion dor Romer,’ toI. ii.* p. 90. 
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substantial, something open to sensuous perception. 
Jfor is it in the power of language to express origin¬ 
ally anything except objects as nouns, and qualities 
as verbs. Hence, the only definition we can give 
of language during that early state is, that it is the 
conscious expression in sound, of impressions received 
by all the senses. 

To us, abstract nouns are so familiar that we can 
hardly appreciate the difficulty which men experi¬ 
enced in forming them. We can scarcely imagine a 
language without abstract nouns. There arc, how¬ 
ever, dialects spoken at the present day which have 
no abstract nouns, and the more we go back in the 
history of languages, the smaller we find the number 
of these useful expressions. As far as language is 
concerned, an abstract word is nothing but an adjec¬ 
tive raised into a substantive; but in thought the 
conception of a quality as a subject, is a matter of 
extreme difficulty, and, in strict logical parlance, 
impossible. If we say, ‘I love virtue,’ we seldom 
connect any definite notion with virtue. Virtue is 
not a being, however unsubstantial; it is nothing 
individual, personal, active; notliing that could by 
itself produce an expressible impression on our mind. 
The word virtue is only a short-hand expression, and 
when men said for the first time ‘ I love virtue,’ what 
they meant by it originally was ‘ I love all tilings 
that become an honest man, that are manly, or 
virtuous.’ 

But there are other words, which we hardly call 
abstract, but which nevertheless were so originally, 
and are so still, in form; I mean words like day and 
night, spring and winter,' dawn and twilight, storm 
and thunder. For what do we mean if we speak of 
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day and night, or of spring and winter? We may 
answer, a season, or any other portion of time. But 
what is time, in our conceptions? It is nothing sub¬ 
stantial, nothing individual; it is a quality raised by 
language into a substance. Therefore if we say ‘ the 
day dawns,’ ‘ the night approaches,’ we predicate 
actions of things that cannot act, wp affirm a pro¬ 
position which, if analysed logically, would have no 
definable subject. 

The same applies to collective words, such as sky 
and earth, dew and rain,—ev(;n to rivers and moun¬ 
tains. For if we say, ‘ the earth nourishes man,’ we 
do not mean any tangible portion of soil, but the 
earth, conceived as a whole; nor do we mean by the 
sky the small horizon which our eye can scan. We 
imagine something which does not fall under our 
senses, but whether we call it a whole, a power, or 
an idea, in speaking of it Ave change it unaAvares into 
something indiAidual. 

Noav in ancient languages every one of these Avords 
had necessarily a termination expressive of geudei-, 
and this naturally produced in the mind tlic cor¬ 
responding idea of sex, so that these names receh’-ed 
not only an individual, but a sexual character. There 
AA^as no substantive which AA'^as not either masculine 
or leminine; neuters being of later groAvth, and dis¬ 
tinguishable chiefly in the nominative*’^. 


‘It is with the world, as with each of ns in our individual life; 
for as we leave childhood and youth behind us, we bid adieu to the 
vivid impressions things once made upon us, and became colder and 
more speculative. To a little child not only are all living creatures 
endowed with human intelligence, but everything is alive. In his 
Kosmos, Pussy takes rank with Pa and Ma, in point of intelligence, 
lie beats the diair against which ho has knocked his head; and 
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What must have been the result of this ? As long 
as people tho\ight in language, it was simply impos¬ 
sible to speak of morning or evening, of spring and 
winter, without giving to these conceptions some¬ 
thing of an individual, active, sexual, and at last, 
personal character., They were either nothings, as 
they are nothings to our withered thought, or they 
were something; and then they could not be con¬ 
ceived as mere powers, but as beings powerful. Even 
in our time, though we have the conception of nature 
as a power, what do we mean by power, except some¬ 
thing powerful? Now, in early language, nature 
was Nature, a mere adjective made substantive; 
she was the Mother always ‘going to bring forth.’ 
Was this not a more definite idea than that which 
we connect with nature? And let us look to our 
poets, who still think and feel in language,—that is, 
who use no word without having really enlivened it 
in their mind, who do not trifle with language, but 
use it as a spell to call forth real things, full of light 

afterwards kisses it in token of renewed friendship, in the full belief, 
that like himself, it is a moral .agent amenable to rewards and 
punishments. The fire that burns his finger is “ Naughty Fire," and 
the stars tlmt shine through his bedroom window are Eyes, like 
Mamma’s, or Pussy’s, only brighter. 

* The same instinct that prompts the child to persomfy everytliing 
remains unchecked in the savage, and grows up with him to man¬ 
hood. Hence in all simple and early languages, there are but two 
genders, masculine and feminine. To develop such an idea as that 
of a neuUr, requires the slow growth of civilisation for its accom¬ 
plishment. Vfe see the same tendency to class everything as mascu¬ 
line or feminine among even civilised men, if theyare uneducated. 
To a farm labourer, a bundle of hay is “As,” just as much as is the 
horse that eats it. He resolutely ignores “ it ” as a pranoun for 
which there is not the slightest necessity.’— Printer's Register, 
Feb. 6, 1868. ‘ 
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and colour. Can they speak of the sun, or the 
dawn, or the storms as neutral powers, without doing 
violence to their feelings? Let. us open Wordsworth, 
and we shall hardly find him use a single abstract 
term without some life and blood in it; 

Religion. 

Sacred Eeligion, mother of form and fear, 

Dread arbitress of mutable respect, 

New rites ordaining when the old are wrecked, 

Or cease to please the fickle worshipper. 

Winter. 

Humanity, delighting to behold 
A fond reflection of her own decay. 

Hath painted Winter like a traveller old. 

Propped on a staff, and, through the sullen day. 

In hooded mantle, limping o’er the plain. 

As though his weakness were disturbed by pain : 

Or, ifa justcr fancy should allow 
An undisputed symbol of command, 

The chosen sceptre is a withered bough. 

Infirmly grasped within a palsied hand. 

These emblems suit the helpless and forlorn; 

But mighty Winter the device shall scorn. 

For he it was—dread Winter I—who beset. 

Flinging round van and rear his ghastly net. 

That host, when from the regions of the Pole 
They shrunk, insane Ambition’s barren goal,— 

That host, as huge and strong as e’er defied 
Their God, and placed their trust ijn human pride ! 

As fathers prosecute rebellious sons. 

He smote the blossoms of their warrior youth; 

He called on Frost’s inexorable tooth 

Life to consume in manhood’s firmest hold .... 

. . . And bade the Snow their ample backs bestride, 

And to the battle ride. 
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So, again, of Age and the Hours: 

Age I twine thy brows with fresh spring flowers, 

And call a train of laughing Hours, 

And bid them dance, and bid them sing; 

And thou, too, mingle in the ring 1 

Now, when writing these lines, Wordsworth could 
hardly have thought of the classical Horse: the 
conception of dancing Hours came as natural to his 
mind as to the poets of old. 

Or, again, of Storms and Seasons: 

Ye Storms, resound the praises of your King! 

And ye mild Seasons,—in a sunny clime, 

Midway, on some high hill, while father Time 
Looks on delighted,—meet in festal ring. 

And loud and long of Winter’s triumph sing! 

We are wont to call this poetical diction, and to 
make allowance for what seems to us exaggerated 
language. But to the poet it is no exaggeration, nor 
was it to the ancient poets of language. Poetry is 
older than prose, and abstract speech more difficult 
than the outpouring of a poet’s sympathy with 
nature. It requires reflection to divest nature of 
her living expression, to see in the swift-riding clouds 
nothing but vaporous exhalations, in the frowning 
mountains masses of stone, and in the lightning 
electric sparks. Wordsworth feels what he says, 
when he exclaims— 

Mountains, and Vales, and Floods, I call on you 
To share the passion of a just disdain; 

and when he speaks of ‘the last hill that parleys 
with the setting sun,’ this expression came to him 
as he wasicommuning witli nature; it was a thought 
untranslated as yet into the prose of our traditional 
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and emaciated speech; it was a thought such as the 
men of old would not have been ashamed of in their 
common every day conversation. 

There are some poems of this modem ancient, 
which are all mythology, and as we shall have to 
refer to them hereafter, I shall give one more extract, 
which to a Hindu and an ancient Greek would have 
been more intelligible than it is to us: 

Hail, orient Conqueror of gloomy Night! 

Thou that canst shed the bliss of gratitude 
On hearts, howe’er insensible or rude; 

Whether thy punctual visitations smite 
The haughty tower-s where monarchs dwell, 

Or thou, impartial Sun, with presence bright 
Cheer’st the low threshold of the jieasant's cell! 

Not unrejoiced I see tliee climb the sky. 

In naked splendour, clear from mist and haze, 

Or cloud approaching to divert the rays. 

Which even in deepest winter testify 
Thy power and majesty, 

Dazzling the vision that presumes to gaze. 

Well docs thine aspect usher in this Day; 

As aptly suits therewith that modest pace 
Submitted to the chains 
That bind thee to the patli which God ordains 
That thou shouldst trace. 

Till, with the heavens and earth, thou pass away ! 

Nor less, the stillness of these frosty plains— 

Their utter stillness, and the silent grace 
Of yon ethereal srumuits, white with snow, 

(Whose tranquil pomp and spotless purity 
Report of storms gone by 
To us who tread below)— 

Do with tlte service of this Day accord. 

Divinest object which th’ uplifted eye 
Of mortal man is suffered to behold; 

Thou, who upon these snow-clad Heights has poured 
Meek lustre, nor forget’st the humble Valep 
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Hioiz who dost warm Barth’s universal mould, 

And for thy bounty wert not unadored 
By pious men of old; 

Once more, heart-cheering Sun, I bid thee hail i 
Bright be thy course to-day,—^let not this promise fail! 

Why then, if we ourselves, in speaking of the Sun 
or the Storms, of Sleep and Death, of Earth and 
Dawn, connect either no distinct idea at all with 
these names, or allow them to cast over our mind 
the fleeting shadows of the poetry of old; why, if 
we, when speaking with the warmth which is natural 
to the human heart, call upon the Winds and the 
Sun, the Ocean and the Sky, as if they would still 
hear us; why, if plastic thought cannot represent 
any one of these beings or powers, without giving 
them, if not a human form, at least human life and 
human feeling—why should we wonder at the ancients, 
with their language throbbing with life and revelling 
in colour, if instead of the grey outlines of our modern 
thought, they threw out those living forms of nature, 
endowed with human powers, nay, with powers more 
than human, inasmuch as the light of the Sun was 
brighter than the light of a human eye, and the 
roaring of the Storms louder than the shouts of the 
human voice. We may be able to account for the 
origin of rain and dew, of storm and thunder; yet, 
to the great majority of mankind, all these things, 
unless they are mere names, are still what they were 
to Homer, only perhaps less beautiful, less poetical, 
less real, and living. 

So much for that peculiar difficulty which the 
human mind experiences in speaking of collective or 
abstract ideas,—a difficulty which, as we shall see, will 
explain many of the difficulties of Mythology. 
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We have now to consider a similar feature rf 
ancient languages—the auxiliary verbs. They hold 
the same position among verjss, as abstract nouns 
among substantives. They are of later origin, and 
had all originally a more material and expressive 
character. Our auxiliary verbs have had to pass 
through a long chain of vicissitudes before they 
arrived at the withered and lifeless form which fits 
them so well for the purposes of our abstract prose. 
Habere, which is now used in all the Romance lan¬ 
guages simply to express a past tense, j’ai aim4, I 
loved, was originally, to hold fast, to hold back, as we 
may see in its derivative, habcnie, the reins. Thus 
ten ere, to hold, becomes, in Spanish, an auxiliary 
verb, that can be used very much in the same manner 
as habere. The Greek e;)/w is the Sanskrit sah, and 
meant originally, to be strong, to be able, or to can. 
The Latin fui, I was, the Sanskrit bhfi, to be, cor¬ 
responds to the Greek (turn, and there shows still its 
original and material power of growing, in an in¬ 
transitive and transitive sense. As, the radical of 
the Sanski'it as-rni, the Greek sft-jai', the Lithuanian 
as-mi, I am, had probably the original meaning of 
breathing, if the Sanskrit as-u, breath, is correctly 
traced back to that root. Stare, to stand, sinks down 
in the Romance dialects to a mere auxiliary, as in 
j’ai-4te, I have been, i. e. habeo statura, I have 
stood; j’ai-et4 convaincu, I have stood convinced; 
the phonetic change of statum into ^t4 being borne 
out by the transition of Status into ^tn,t. The Ger¬ 
man warden, which is used to form futures and 
passives, the Gothic varth, points back to the 
Sanskrit vrit, the Latin verto. Will, again, in he 
will go, has lost its radical meaning of wishing; and 
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shall used in the same tense, I shall go, hardly 
Ixitrays, even to the etymologist, its original power 
of legal or moral obligation. Schuld, however, in 
German means debt and sin, and soil has there not 
yet taken a merely temporal signification, the first 
trace of which may be discovered, however, in the 
names of the three Teutonic Parc®. These are 
called Vurdh, Vcrdhandi, and Skuld,—Past, Pre¬ 
sent, and Future^*. But what could be the original 
conception of a verb which, even in its earliest appli¬ 
cation, has already the abstract meaning of moral 
duty or legal obligation? Where could language, 
which can only draw upon the material world for 
its nominal and verbal treasures, find something 
analogous to the abstract idea of he shall pay, or, 
he ought to yield? Grimm, who has endeavoured 
to follow the German language into its most secret 
recesses, proposes an explanation of this verb, which 
deserves serious consideration, however strange and 
incredible it may appear at first sight. 

Shall, audits preterite should, have the followmg 
forms in Gothic: 

Present. 

Skal 
Skalt 
Skal 
Skulum 
Skuluth 
Skulun 

In Gothic this verb skal, which seems to be a 
present, can be proved to be an old perfect, analogous 

Kuhn, ‘ Zeitschrift fUr vergleichende Sprachforschung,’ vol. iii. 
p. 449. • 


Preterite. 

Skulda 

Skuldes 

Skulda 

Skuldedum 

Skuldeduth 

Skuldedun. 
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to Greek perfects like o?3«, which have the form of 
the perfect but the power of the present. There are 
several verbs of the same character in the German 
language, and in English they can be detected by 
the absence of the s, as the termination of the third 
person singular of the present. Skal, then, according 
to Grimm, means, I owe, I am bound; but originally, 
it meant I have killed. The chief guilt punished by 
ancient Teutonic law, was the guilt of manslaughter, 
—and in many cases it could be atoned for by a fine. 
Hence, skal meant literally, I am guilty, ich bin 
schuldig; and afterwards, when this full expression 
had been ground down into a legal phraSe, new 
expressions became possible, such as I have killed 
a free man, a serf, i.e. I am guilty of a free man, a 
serf; and at last, I owe (the fine for having slain) a 
free man, a serf. In this manner Grimm accounts 
for the still later and more anomalous expressions, 
such as he shall pay, i.e. he is guilty to pay, (er ist 
schuldig zu zahlen); he shall go, i.e. he must 
go; and last, I sliall withdraw, i. e. I feel bound to 
withdraw. 

A change of mciining like this seems, no doubt, 
violent and fanciful, but we should feel more inclined 
to accept it, if we considered how almost every word 
we use discloses similar changes as soon as we analyse 
it etymologically, and then follow gradually its his¬ 
torical growth. The general conception of thing is 
in Walachian expressed by lucru, the Latin lucrum, 
gain. The French chose was originally causa, or 
cause. If we say, I am obliged to go, or, I am bound 
to pay, we forget that the origin of these expressions 
carries us back to times when men were bound to 
go, or bound over to pay. Hoc me fallit means, in 

VOL. II. F 
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Latin, it deceives me, it escapes me. Afterwards, it 
took the sense of it is removed from me, I want it, 
I must have it: and hence, il me faut, I must. 
Again, I may is the Gothic 

Mag, maht, mag, magum, maguth, magun; 
and its primary signification was, I am strong. 
Now, this verb also was originally a preterite, and 
derived from a root; which meant, to beget, whence 
the Gothic magus, son, i.e. begotten, the Scotch 
Mac, and Gothic magath-s, daughter, the English 
maid. 

In mj-thological language we must make due 
allowance for the absence of merely auxiliary words. 
Every word, whether noun or verb, had still its full- 
original power during the mythoposic ages. Words 
were heavy and unwieldy. They said more than 
they ought to say, and hence, much of the strange¬ 
ness of the mythological language, which avc can 
only understand by watching the natural growth of 
speech. Where we speak of the sun following the 
dawn, the ancient poets could only speak and think 
of the sun loving and embracing the d.iwn. What 
is with us a sunset, was to them the Sun growing 
old, decaying, or dying. Our sunrise was to them 
the Night giving birth to a brilliant child; and in 
the Spring they really saw the Sun or the Sky 
embracing the earth with a warm embi’ace, and 
showering treasures into the lap of nature. There 
are many mythes in Hesiod, of late origin, where we 
have only to replace a full verb by an auxiliary, in 
order to change mythical into logical language. Hesiod 
calls Nyx (Night), the mother of Moros (Fate), and 
the dark K4r (Destruction); of Thanatos (Death), 
Hypnos(^cep),and the tribe of the Oneiroi (Dreams). 
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And this her progeny she is said to have home with¬ 
out a father. Again, she is called the mother of 
M6mos (Blame), and of the woeful Oizys (Woe), and 
of the Hesperides (Evening Stars), who guard the 
beautiful golden apples on the other side of tlie far- 
famed Okeanos, and the trees that bear fruit. She 
also bore Nemesis (Vengeance), and Apate (Fraud), 
and Philotes (Lust), and the pernicious Geras (Old 
Age), and the strong-minded Eris (Strife). Now, let 
us use our modern expressions, such as ‘ the stars are 
seen as the night approaches,’ ‘we sleep,’ ‘we dream,’ 
‘we die,’ ‘we run danger during night,’ ‘nightly 
revels lead to strife, angry discussions, and woe,’ 

‘ many nights bring old age, and at last deati),’ ‘ an 
evil deed concealed at first by the darkness of night 
will at last be revealed by the day,’ ‘ Night herself 
will be revenged on the criminal,’ and we have trans¬ 
lated the language of Hesiod—a language to a great 
extent understood by the people whom he addressed 
—into our modem form of thought and speech 
All this is hardly mythological language, but rather 
a poetical arid proverbial kind of expression known to 
all poets, whether modern or ancient, and frerpiently 
to be found in the language of common people. 

Uranos, in the language of Hesiod, is used as a 
name for the sky; he is made or bom that ‘ he should 

As to Philotes being the Child of Night, Juliet undeistood 
what it meant when she said— 

Spread thy close curtain, love-performing Night! 

Tliat unawares eyes may wdnk ; and Homeo 
Leap to these arms, untalked of and unseen !— 

Lo.vers can see to do their amorous rites 
By their own beauties; or, if Love be blind, 

It best agrees with Night. • 
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be a firm place for the blessed gods®®.’ It is said 
twee, that TJnmos covers everything (v. 127), and 
that when he brings the night, he is stretched out 
everywhere, embracing the earth. This sounds al¬ 
most as if the Greek mythe had still preserved a 
recollection of the etymological power of Uranos. 
For Uranos is the Sanskrit Varuna, and this is 
derived from a root Vae, to cover; Varuna being in 
the Veda also a name of the firmament, but especially 
connected with the night, and opposed to Mitra, the 
day. At all events, the name of Uranos retained with 
the Greek something of its original meaning, which 
was not the case with names like Apollo or Dionysos; 
and Avhen we see him called a’(rT£pof(f,the starry heaven, 
we can hardly believe, as Mr. Grote says, that to the 
Greek, ‘ Uranos, Nyx, Hypnos, and Oneiros (Heaven, 
Night, Sleep, and Dream) are persons, just as much 
as Zeus and Apollo.’ We need only read a few lines 
farther in Hesiod, in order to see that the progeny 
of Gma, of which Uranos is the first, has not yet 
altogether arrived at that mythological personification 
or crystallization which makes most of the Olympian 
gods so difficult and doubtful in their original cha¬ 
racter. The poet has asked the Muses in the intro¬ 
duction how the gods and the earth were first born, 
and the rivers and the endless sea, and the bright 
stars, and the wide heaven above (oi^avog sipus uTspSsv). 
The whole poem of the ‘ Theogony ’ is an answer to 
this question; and we can hardly doubt therefore that 
the Greek saw in some of the names that follow, 

30 Hesiod, ‘ Theog.’ 128— 

Tata rot vpUjroy fitr iyttrqro }ffoy iavrp 
Otfpardy dorcpoo'tf, ti'a ftty vept jrayra caXvjrrot, 
eitj fiayaptfffft Oeoic akt. 
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simply poetical conceptions of real objects, such as 
the earth, and the rivers, and the mountains. TJranos, 
the first offspring of Gaea, is afterwards raised into 
a deity,—endowed -with human feelings and attri¬ 
butes; but, the very next offspring of Gma, Oa^sa 
iu.axp«, the great Mountains, are even in language 
represented as neuter, and can therefore hardly claim 
to be considered as persons like Zeus and Apollo. 

Mr. Grote goes too far in insisting on the purely 
literal meaning of the whole of Greek mytliology. 
Some mythological figures of speech remained in the 
Greek language to a very late period, and were per¬ 
fectly understood,—that is to say, they required as 
little explanation as our expressions of ‘ the sun sets,’ 
or ‘ the sun rises.’ Mr. Grote feels compelled to 
admit this, but he declines to draw any further con¬ 
clusions from it. ‘ Although some of the attributes 
and actions ascribed to these persons,’ he says, ‘ are 
often ex[)licable by allegory, the whole series and 
system of them never are so: the theorist who adopts 
this course of explanation finds that, after one or two 
simple and obvious steps, the path is no longer open, 
and he is forced to clear a way for himself by gra¬ 
tuitous refinements and conjectures.’ Here, then, 
Mr. Grote admits what he calls allegory as an in¬ 
gredient of mythology; still he makes no further use 
of it, and leaves the whole of mythology as a riddle, 
that cannot and ought not to be solved, as some¬ 
thing irrational—as a past that was never present— 
declining even to attempt a partial explanation of 
this important problem in the liistory of the Greek 
mind, llxsov ^/a<(ro TavTog. Such a want of scientific 
courage would have put a stop to many systems 
which have since grown to completeness, bdt which at 
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first had to make the most timid and uncertain steps. 
In palaeontological sciences Ave must learn to be igno¬ 
rant of certain things; and what Suetonius says of 
the grammai'ian, ‘ boni grammatici est nonnulla etiara 
nescire,’ apjdies with particular force to the mytho- 
logist. It is in vain to attempt to solve the secret 
of every name; and nobody has expressed this with 
greater modesty than he who has laid the most last¬ 
ing foundation of Comparative Mythology, Grimm, 
in the introduction to his ‘ German Mythology,’ says, 
without disguise, ‘ I shall indeed interpret all that I 
can, but I cannot interpret all that I should like.’ 
But surely Otfried Muller had opened a path into 
the labyrinth of Greek mythology, which a scholar 
of Mr. G rote's power and genius might have folloAved, 
and which at least he ought to have proved as either 
right or Avrong. How late mythological language 
was in vogue among the Greeks has been shoAvn 
by 0. Miillcr (p. 65) in the mythe of Kyrene. The 
Greek toAvn of Kyrene in Libya Avas founded about 
Olymp. 37; the ruhng race derived its origin from 
the Minyans, who reigned chiefly in lolkos, in 
Southern Thessaly; the foundation of the colony 
was due to the oracle of Apollo at Pytho. Hence, 
the mythe—‘ The heroic, maid Kyrene, Avho lived in 
Thessaly, is loved by Apollo and carried off to Libya; ’ 
Avhile in modem language we should say—‘ The town 
of Kyrene, in Thessaly, sent a colony to Libya, under 
the auspices of Apollo.’ Many more instances might 
be gi\'en, Avhere the mcr® substitution of a more 
matter-of-fact verb divests a ^mythe at once of its 
miraculous appearance®^ 


Kanne’s ‘ Mythology,’ § 10, p. xxxii. 
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Kaunos is called the son of Miletos, i. e, Kretan 
colonists from Miletos had founded the town of 
Kaunos in Lycia. Again, the mythe says that 
Kaunos fled from Miletos to Lycia, and his sister 
Byblos was changed, by sonw over her lost brother, 
into a fountain. Here Miletos in Ionia, being better 
known than the Miletos in Kreta, has been brought 
in by mistake. Byblos being simply a small river 
near the Ionian Miletos, Again, Pausanias tells us 
as a matter of history, that Miletos, a beautiful boy, 
fled from Kreta to Ionia, in order to escape the 
jealousy of Minos,—the fact being, that Miletos in 
Ionia was a colony of the Miletos of Kreta, and Minos 
the most famous king of that island. Again, Marpessa 
is called the daughter of Evenos, and a mythe repre¬ 
sents her as carried away by Idas,—Idas being the 
name of a famous hero of the town of Marpessa. The 
fact, implied by the mythe and confirmed by other 
evidence, is, that colonists started from the river 
Evenos, and founded Marpessa in Messina. And here 
again, the mythe adds, that Evenos, after trying 
in vain to reconquer his daughter from Idas, was 
changed by sorrow into a river, like Byblos, the 
sister of Miletos. 

If the Hellenes call themselves at)To;^9oi/Es, we fancy 
we understand what is meant by this expression. 
But, if we are informed that irtjppa, the red, was the 
oldest name of Thessaly, and that Hellen was the son 
of Pyrrha, Mr. Grote would say that we have here to 
deal with a mythe, and that the Greeks, at least, never 
doubted that there really was one individual called 
Pyrrha, and another called Hellen. Now, this may 
be true with regard to the later Greeks, such as 
Homer and Hesiod j but was it so—.could it have 
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been so originally? Language is always language,— 
it always meant something originally, and ho, who¬ 
ever it was who first, instead of calling the Hellenes 
born of the soil, spoke of Pyrrha, the mother of 
Hellen, must have meant something intelligible and 
rational, he could not have meant a friend of his 
whom he knew by the name of Hellen, and an old 
lady called Pyrrha; he meant what we mean if we 
speak of Italy as the mother of Art. 

Even in more modern times than those of which 
Otfried Miiller speaks, we find that ‘to s])eak 
mythologically,’ was the fashion among poi'ts mid 
philosophers. Pausauias complains of those ‘ who 
genealogizc evixything, and make Pythis the son of 
Del])hos.’ The stoiy of Eros in the ‘Pha?dros’ is called 
a mythe (jUuSo^, 254 n; Ao'yaj-, 257 b); yet Sokrates 
says ironically, ‘that it is one of those which you 
may believe or not’ s^so-Tt /xh irsldsa-^ai, 

e^sa-ri Again, Avhen he tells the story of the 

Egyptian god 'riieiith, he calls it a ‘ tradition of old ’ 
(axojjV y s^o) T^eysiv tiov TirpoTeptov), but Phaedros knoAVs 
at once that it is one of Soki'ates’ oAvn making, 
and he says to him, ‘ Sokrates, thotl®|iake8t easdy 
Egyptian or any other stories’ (Xo 7 oi).j|Pmien Pindar 
calls Apophasis the daughter of Epimetheus, eveiy 
Greek understood this mythological language as well 
as if he had said ‘an after-thought leads to an 
excuse®®.’ Nay, even in Homer, when fhe'>lame Lit® 

O. Muller has pointed out how the different jiaronts gK'en to 
the Erinyes by different poets were suggested by the ehamrter 
which each poet asciibed to them. ‘ Evidently,’ he bays, in his 
‘ Essay on the Eumenides,’ p. 184, ' this genealogy answered better 
to the views and poetical objects of iEschylos than one ol tlie 
current genealogies by which the Erinyes are derived from Skotos 
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(Prayers) are said to follow At6 (Mischief), trying 
to appease her, a Greek understood this language as 
well as we do, when we say that •* Hell is paved with 
good intentions.’ 

When Prayers are called the daughters of Zeus, we 
are hardly as yet within the sphere of pure mytho¬ 
logy. For Zeus was to the Greeks the protector 
of the suppliants, Z=os UsTeartog ,— and hence Prayers 
are called his daughters, as we might call Liberty 
the daughter of England, or Prayer the offspring of 
the soul. 

All these sayings, however, though mythical, are 
not yet mythes. It is the essential character of a 
true mythe that it should no longer be intelligible 
l>y a reference to the spoken language. The plastic 
character of ancient language, which we have traced 
in the formation of nouns and verbs, is not sufficient 
to exjdain how a mythe could have lost its expres¬ 
sive power or its life and consciousness. Making due 
allowance for the difficulty of forming abstract nouns 
and abstract verbs, we should yet be unable to ac¬ 
count for anything beyond allegorical poetry among 
the nations of antiquity; mythology would still 
remain a riddle. Here, then, we must call to our 
aid another powerful ingredient in the formation of 
ancient speech, for which I find no better name than 
Polyonymy and Synonymy®®. Most nouns, as 

and Gaia (Sophokles), Kronos and Eurynome (in a work ascribed 
to Epimenidea), Phorkys (Euphorion), Gaa Enrynome (Introii), 
Acheron and Night (EuJemos), Hades and Persephone (Orphic 
hymns), Hades and Styx (Athenodoros and Mnaseas). See, however, 
‘Ares,’ by H. D. Muller, p. 67. 

See the Author’s letter to Chevalier Bunsen ‘ On the 'turanian 
Languages,’ p. 35. 
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we have seen before, were originally appellatives or 
predicates, expressive of what seemed at the time 
the most characteristic attribute of an ob|ect. But 
as most objects have moi’e than one attribute, and 
as, under different asjiects, one or the other attribute 
might seem more appropriate to fonn the name, it 
haj)pened by necessity that most objeots, during the 
earl}^ period of language, had more than one name. 
In the course of time, the greater jwrtion of these 
names became useless, and they Avere mostly replaced 
in literary dialects by one fixed name, which might 
be called the proper name of such objects. The more 
ancient a language, the richer it is in synonymes. 

Synonyines, again, if used constantly, must natu¬ 
rally give rise to a number of homonymes. If Ave 
may call'the sun by fifty, names expressive of dif- 
fei'ent qualities, some of these names A\dll be appli¬ 
cable to other objects also, which happen to possess 
the same quality. These different objects would then 
be called by the same name—they would become 
homonymes. 

In the Veda, the earth is called urvi (wide), prithvi 
(broad), mah i (great), and many more names of which 
the Nighantu mentions tAventy-one.. These twenty- 
one words would he S3monyme8. BHiprvi (Avide) is 
not only given as a name of the earthThut also means 
a riA'^er. Prithvi (broad) means not only earth, but 
sky and daAvn. Mahi (great, strong) is used for coav 
and speech, as well as for earth. Hence, earth, river, 
sky, daAvn, coav, and speech, would become homo¬ 
nymes. All these names, however, are simple and 
intelligible. But most of the old terms, throAvn out 
by language at the first burst of youthful poetr)', are 
based on bold metaphors. These metaphors once 
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forgotten, or the meaning of the roots whence the 
words were derived once dimmed and changed, many 
of these words would naturally lose their i*adical as 
well as their poetical meaning. They would become 
mere names handed down in the conversation of a 
family; understood, perhaps, by the grandfather, 
familiar to the father, but strange to the son, and 
misunderstood by the grandson. This misunder¬ 
standing may arise in various manners. Either the 
radical meaning of a word is forgotten, and thus 
what was originally an appellative, or a name, in the 
etymological sense of the Avord, (nomen stands for 
gnomen, ‘quognoscimusres,’like natusforgnatus,) 
dwindled down into a mere sound—a name in the 
modem sense of the Avord. Thus being originally 
a name of the sky, like the Sanskrit dydus, became 
gradually a proper name, which beti'ayed its appel¬ 
lative meaning only in a feAv j)rovorbial expressions, 
such as Zsus Sst, or ‘ sub Jove frigido.’ 

Frequently it happened that after the true ety¬ 
mological meaning of a Avord had been forgotten, a 
new meaning was attached to it by a kind of ety¬ 
mological instinct which exists even in modern lan¬ 
guages. Thus, Auxijysvijj, the son of light—Apollo, 
Avas changed into a son of Lycia; Ar'Xios, the bright 
one, gave rise to the mytlie of the birth of Apollo 
in Delos. 

Again, Avhere two names existed for the same 
object, two persons would sjiring up out of the tAVO 
natnes, and as the same stories could be told of either, 
they Avould naturally be represented as brothers and 
sisters, as parent and child. Thus Ave find Selene, 
the moon, side by side with Mene, the moon; Helios 
(Shrya), the Sun, and Phcebos (Bhava, a different form 
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of Rudra) ; and in most of the Greek heroes we can 
discover humanized forms of Greek gods, with names 
which, in many instances, were epithets of their divine 
prototypes. Still more frequently it happened that 
adjectives connected with a word as applied to one 
object, w'ere used Avith the same word even though 
applied to a different object. What Avas told of the 
Sea was told of the Sky, and the Sun once being 
called a lion or a wolf, was soon endowed AAnth claws 
and mane, even Avhere the animal metaphor Avas for¬ 
gotten. Thus the Sun Avith his golden rays might 
be called ‘ golden-handed,’ hand being expressed by 
the same Avord as ray. But when the same epithet 
was applied to Apollo or Indra, a mythe Avould sjiring^ 
up, as we find it in German and Sanskrit mythology, 
telling us that Indra lost his hand, and that it Avas 
replaced by a hand made of gold. 

Here Ave have some of the keys to mythology, but 
the manner of handling them can only be le.arnt from 
comparatiA'e philology. As in French it is difficult 
to find the radical meaning of many a word, unless 
we compare it Avith its corresponding forms in Italian, 
Spanish, or Proven 5 al; Ave should find it impossible 
to discover the origin of many a Greek Avord, with¬ 
out comparing it Avith its more or less corrupt 
relatives in German, Latin, SlaAonic, and Sanskrit. 
Unfortunately we have in this ancient circle of 
languages nothing corresponding to Latin, by which 
we can test the more or less original form of a word 
in French, Italian, and Spanish. Sanskrit is not the' 
mother of Latin and Greek, as Latin is the mother 
of French and Italian^ But although Sanskrit is but 
one among many sisters, it is, no doubt, the eldest, 
in BO far aS it has preserved its words in their most 
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primitive state; and if we once succeed in tracing a 
Latin and Greek word to its corresponding form in 
Sanskrit, we are generally able at the same time to 
account for its formation,, and to fix its radical mean¬ 
ing. What should we know of the origi nal meaning 
of irarrip, and if we were reduced to 

the knowledge of one language like Greek ? But as 
soon as we trace these words to Sanskrit, their pri¬ 
mitive power is clearly indicated. 0. Muller was 
one of the first to see and acknowledge that classical 
philology must surrender all etymological research 
to comparative philology, and that the origin of 
Greek words cannot be settled by a mere reference 
to Greek. This applies with particular force to 
mythological names. In order to become mytho¬ 
logical, it was necessary that the radical meaning of 
certain names should have been obscured and for¬ 
gotten in the language to which they belong. Thus 
what is mythological in one language, is frequently 
natural and intelligible in another. We say, ‘the 
sun sets,’ but in our own Teutonic mythology, a seat 
or throne is -given to the sun on which he sits down, 
as in Greek Eos is called xF^(T6Spoi>og, or as the 
Modern Greek speaks of the setting sun as rt^iog 
3a<riX£U(. We doubt about Hekate, but we under¬ 
stand at once "Exarog and 'ExaTri^o7\.og. We hesitate 
about Lucina, but we accept immediately what is a 
mere contraction of Lucna, the Latin Luna. 

What is commonly called Hindu mythology is of 
Tittle or no avail for coiuparative purposes. The 
stories of yiSiva, Vishnu, Mah&deva, P&rA'ati, Kali, 

Here is a specimen of Greek etymology, from the ‘ Etymolo- 
gicum MagnumOvyariip xapit to fluetv ral oppav Kara yanrpof sk 
rou flow ifai row yavrrip • Xiyirai yap ra BtiXta ra^iov’Kire'iaOai iv rp 
prrrpg. 
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Krishna, &c., are of late growth, indigenous to 
India, and full of wild and fanciful conceptions. 
But while this late mythology of the Pur&nas and 
even of the Epic poems, oflFers no assistance to the 
comparative mythologist, a whole world of primitive, 
natural, and intelligible mythology has been preserved 
to us in the Veda. The mythology of the Veda 
is to comparative mythology what Sanskrit has been 
to comparative grammar. Thei’e is, fortunately, no 
system of religion or mythology in the Veda. Names 
are used in one hymn as appellatives, in another as 
names of gods. The same god is sometimes repre¬ 
sented as supreme, sometimes as equal, sometimes 
as infeiior to others. The whole nature of these so- 
called gods is still transparent; their first conception, 
in many cases, clearly perceptible. There are as yet 
no genealogies, no settled marriages between gods 
and goddesses. The father is sometimes the son, the 
brother is the husband, and she who in one hymn is 
the mother, is in another the wife. As the conceptions 
of the poet varied, so varied the nature of these 
gods. Nowhere is the wide distance which separates 
the ancient poems of India from the most ancient 
literature of Greece more clearly felt than when we 
compare the growing mythes of the Veda with the 
full-grown and decayed mythes on which the poetry 
of Homer is founded. The Veda is the real Theogony 
of the Aryan races, while that of Hesiod is a dis¬ 
torted caricature of the original image. If we want 
to know whither the human mind, though endowed 
with the natural consciousness of a divine power, is 
driven necessarily and inevitably by the in’esistible 
force of language as applied to supernatural and 
abstract ideas, we must read the Veda; and if we 
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want to tell the Hindus what they are worshipping 
—mere names of natural phenomena, gradually 
obscured, personified, and deified—we must make 
them read the Veda. It was a mistake of the early 
Fathers to treat the heathen gods®® as demons or 
evil spirits, and we must take care not to commit the 
same error with regard to the Hindu gods. Their 
gods have no more right to any substantive existence 
than Eos or Hemera—than Nyx or Apat<^. They 
are masks without an actor,—the creations of man, 
not his creators; they are noraina, not numina; 
names without being, not beings without names. 

In some instances, no doubt, it happens that a 
Greek, or a Latin, or a Teutonic mythe, may be 
ex[)hiined, from the resources which each of these 
languages still possesses, as there are many words in 
Greek which can be explained etymologically without 
any reference to Sanskrit or Gothic. We shall begin 
with some of these mythes, and then proceed to the 
more difficult, whicli must receive light from more 
distant regions, whether from the snowy rocks of 
Iceland' and the songs of the Edda, or from the 
lx)rders of the ‘ Seven Rivers,* and the hymns of the 
Veda. 

The rich imagination, the quick perception, the 
intellectual vivacity, and ever-varying fancy of the 
Greek nation, make it easy to understand that, after 

Aristotle has given an opinion of the Greek gods in a passage 
of the ‘ Metaphysics.'’ He is attacking the Platonic idc-as, and tries 
to sliow their contradictory character, calling them aiVflijrtt iiliia, 
eternal uneternals, i. e. things that cannot have any real existence; 
as men, he continues, maintain that there are gods, but give them 
a human form, thus making them really ‘ immortal mortals,’ i. e. 
non-entities. • 
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the separation of the Aiyan race, no language was 
richer, no mythology more varied, than that of the 
Greeks. Words were created with wonderful facility, 
and were forgotten again with that carelessness which 
the consciousness of inexhaustible power imparts to 
men of genius. The creation of every word was 
originally a poem, embodying a bold metaphor or a 
bright conception. But like the‘popular poetry of 
Greece, these words, if they were adopted by tradi¬ 
tion, and lived on in the language of a family, of a 
city, of a tribe, in the dialects, or in the national 
speech of Greece, soon forgot the father that had 
given them birth, or the poet to whom they owed 
their existence. Their genealogical descent and native 
character were unknown to the Greeks themselves, 
and their etymological meaning would have baffled 
the most ingenious antiquarian. The Greeks, how¬ 
ever, cared as little about the etymologieal individu¬ 
ality of their words as they cared to know the name 
of every bard that had first sung tlie Aristeia of 
Menelaos or Diomedes. One Homer was enough to 
satisfy their curiosity, and any etymology that ex¬ 
plained any part of the meaning of a word was wel¬ 
come, no historical considerations being ever allowed 
to interfere with ingenious guesses. It is known how 
Sokrates changes, on the spur of the moment, Eros 
into a god of wings, but Homer is quite as ready 
with etymologies, and they are useful, at least so 
far as they prove that the real etymology of the 
names of the gods had been forgotten long befoi’e 
Homer. i 

' We can best enter into the original meaning of a 
Greek mythe when some of the persons who act in it 
hav^ |»|^sferved names intelligible in Greek. When 
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•vve find tbe names of Eos, Selene, Helios, or Herse, 
•we have words which tell their own story, and we 
have a xou o-roi for the rest of the mythe. Let ns 
take the beautiful mythe of Selene and Endymion. 
Endymion is the son of Zeus and Ealyke, but he is 
also the son of Aethlios, a king of Elis, who is himself 
called a son of Zeus, and whom Endymion is. said 
to have succeeded'as king of Elis. This localises 
our mythe, and shows, at least, that Elis is its birth¬ 
place, and that, according to Greek custom, the 
reigning race of Elis derived its origin fi'om Zeus. 
The same custom prevailed in India, and gave rise 
to the two great royal families of ancient India—the 
so-called Solar and the Lunar races: and Purfiravas, 
of whom more by and by, says of himself 
The great king of day 

And monarch of the night are my progenitors; 

Their grandson I. 

There may, then, have been a king of Elis, Aethlios, 
and he may have had a son, Endymion ; but what 
the mythe tells of Endymion could not have hap- 
])ened to the king of Elis. The mythe transfers 
Endymion to Earia, to Mount Latinos, because it 
was in the Latmian cave that Selene saw the 
beautiful sleeper, loved him and lost him. Now 
about the meaning of Selene, there can be no doubt; 
but even if tradition had only preserved her other 
name, Asterodia, we should have had to translate 
this S 3 mbnyme, as Moon, as ‘Wanderer among the 
stars.’ But who is Endymion?' It is one of the 
many names of the sun, but with epecial.reference to 
the setting or dying sun. It is derived from enSuw’ 
a verb which, in classical Greek, is never used for 
setting, because the simple verb Sato had become the 
VOL. II. Q 
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technical term for sunset. Aua-fMii rpiiou, the setting 
of the sun, is opposed to avaroxaf, the rising. Now, 
8uo) meant originally, to dive into; and expres¬ 
sions like •q'e'Xws S’ af sSa, the sun dived, presuppose 
an earlier conception of Uv ttovtov, he dived into 
the sea. Thus Theti? addresses her companions, 
Il.xviii. 140: 

'Xfitit ftev »'C»' S5r£ SaXdirtriic ivpia a'lXrov, 

You may now dive into the broad bosom of the sea. 

Other dialects, particularly of maritime nations, have 
the same expression. In Latin we ^nd*®, ‘ Our 
mergat seras mquore flammas.’ In Old Norse, 

‘ S61 gengr i aegi.’ Slavonic nations represent the 
sun as a woman stepping into her bath in the 
evening, and rising refreshed and purified in the 
morning; or tliey speak of the Sea as the mother 
of the Sun (the ap&m napd,t), and of the Sun as 
sinking into her mother’s arms at night. We may 
suppose, therefore, that in some Greek dialect e»3ua> 
was used in the same sense; and that from evSCm, 
svoufiM was formed to express sunset. From this was 
formed like oufiavttov from ovpavag, and like 

most of the names of the Greek months. If lv3op,a 
had become the commonly received name for sunset, 
the mythe of Endymion could never have arisen. 
But the original meaning of Endymion being once 
forgotten, what was told originally of the setting 
swi was now told of a name, which, in order to have 
any meaning, had to be changed into a god or a 
hero. The setting sun once slept in the Latmian 

*® Grimm’s ‘ Deutsche Mytboiogie,' p. 704. 
n lAuer, in bis ‘ System of Greek Mythology,’ explains Endy- 
mion M the Diver. Gerhard, in hU ‘ Greek Mythology,' gives 
tori if Sipp Hf, 
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cave, the cave of night—Latinos being derived from 
the same root as Leto, Latona, the night;—but now 
he sleeps on Mount Latmos, in Karia. Endymion, 
sinking into eternal sleep after a life of but one day, 
was once the setting sun, the sun of Zeus, the bril¬ 
liant Sky, and of Kalyke, the covering night (from 
xaXwTTO)); or, according to another saying, of Zeus 
and Protogeneia, the fifst-bom goddess, or the Dawn, 
who is always represented, either as the mother, the 
sister, or the forsaken wife of the Sun, Now he is 
the son of a king of Elis, probably for no other 
reason except that it was usual for kings to take 
names of good omen, connected with the sun, or the 
moon, or the stars,—in which case a mythe, con¬ 
nected with a solar name, would naturally be trans¬ 
ferred to its human namesake. In the ancient 
poetical and proverbial language of Elis, people said 
* Selene loves and watches Endyraion,’ instead of 
‘ it is getting late; ’ ‘ Selene embraces Endymion,’ 
instead of ‘ the sun is setting and the moon is 
rising;’ ‘Selene kisses Endymion into sleep,’ instead 
of ‘it is night.’ These expressions remained long 
after their meaning had ceased to be understood; 
and as the human mind is generally as anxious for 
a reason as ready to invent one, a story arose by 
common consent, and without any personal effort, 
that Endymion must have been a young lad loved 
by a young lady, Selene; and, if children were 
anxious to know still more, there would always be 
a grandmother happy to tell them that this young 
Endymion was the son of the Protogeneia,—she half 
meaning and half not meaning by that name the 
dawn who gave birth to the sun; or of Kalyke, 
the dark and covering Night. This name, once 
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touched, would set many chords vibrating; three or 
four different reasons might be given (as they really 
were given by ancient poets) why Endymion fell 
into this everlasting sleep, and if any one of these 
was alluded to by a popular poet, it became a mytho¬ 
logical fact, repeated by later poets; so that Endy¬ 
mion grew at last almost into a type, no longer of 
the setting sun, but of a handsome boy beloved of 
a chaste maiden, and therefore a most likely name 
for a young prince. Many mythes have thus been 
transferred to real persons, by a mere similarity of 
name, though it must be admitted that there is no 
historical evidence whatsoever that there ever was a 
prince of Elis, called by the name of Endymion. 

Such is the growth of a legend, originally a mere 
word, a ftOSoj, probably one of those many words 
which have but a local currency, and lose their value 
if they are taken to distant places, words useless for 
the daily interchange of thought, spurious coins in 
the hands of the many,—^yet not thrown away, but 
preserved as curiosities and ornaments, and deci¬ 
phered at last by the antiquarian, after the lapse of 
many centuries. Unfortunately, we do not possess 
these legends as they passed originally from mouth 
to mouth in villages or mountain castles,—legends 
such as Grimm has collected in his ‘ Mythology,’ 
from the language of the poor people in Germany. 
We do not know them, as they w'ere told by the 
older members of a family, who spoke a language 
half intelligible to themselves and strange to their 
children, or as the poet of a rising city embodied 
the traditions of his neighbourhood in a continuous 
poem, and gave to them their first form and per¬ 
manence.* Unless where Homer has preserved a 
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local mythe, all is arranged as a system, -with the 
‘ Theogony ’ as its beginning, the ‘ Siege of Troy ’ as 
its centre, and the ‘ Return of the Heroes ’ as its end. 
But how many parts of Greek mythology are never 
mentioned by Homer!—We then come to Hesiod— 
a moralist and theologian, and again we find but 
a small segment of the mythological language of 
Greece. Thus, our chief sources are the ancient 
chroniclers, who took mythology for history, and 
used of it only so much as answered their purpose. 
And not even these are preserved to us, but we only 
believe that they formed the sources from w'hich 
later writers, such as Apollodoros and the scholiasts, 
borrowed their information. The first duty of the 
mythologist is, therefore, to disentangle this cluster, 
to remove all that is systematic, and to reduce each 
mythe to its primitive unsystematic form. Much 
that is unessential has to be cut away altogether, 
and after the rust is removed, we have to determine 
first of all, as with ancient coins, the locality, and, if 
possible, the age, of each mythe, by the character of 
its workmanship; and as we arrange ancient medals 
into gold, silver, and copper coins, w'e have to dis¬ 
tinguish most carefully' between the legends of gods, 
heroes, and men. If, then, we succeed in decipher¬ 
ing the ancient names and legends of Greek or 
any other mythology, Ave learn that the past which 
stands before our eyes in Greek mythology, has had 
its present, that there are traces of organic thought 
in these petrified relics, and that they once formed 
the sui-face of the Greek language. The legend of 
Endymion was present at the time When the people 
of Elis understood the old saying of the Moon (or 
Selene) rising under the cover of Night *(or in the 
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Latvian cav«), to see and admire, in silent love, the 
beauty of the setting Sun, the sleeper Endymion 
the son of Zeus, who had granted to him the double 
boon of eternal sleep and everlasting youth. 

Endymion is not the Sun in the divine character of 
Phoibos Apollon, but a conception of the Sun in his 
daily course, as rising early from the womb of Dawn, 
and after a short and brilliant career, setting in the 
evening, never to return again to this mortal life. 
Similar conceptions occur in most mythologies. In 
Betshuana, an African dialect, ‘ the sun sets ’ is ex¬ 
pressed by ‘ the sun dies'*®.’ In Aryan mythology the 
Sun viewed in this light is sometimes represented as 
divine, yet not immortal; sometimes as living, but 
sleeping; sometimes as a mortal beloved by a god¬ 
dess, yet tainted by the fate of humanity. Thus, 
Tithonos, a name that has been identified with the 
Sanskrit didhy4na/t®*, brilliant, expressed originally 
the idea of the Sun in his daily or yearly character. 
He also, like Endymion, does not enjoy the full 
immortality of Zeus and Apollon. Endymion retains 
his youth, but is doomed to sleep. Tithonos is made 
immortal, but as Eos forgot to ask for his eternal 
youth, he pines away as a decrepit old man, in the 
arms of his ever youthful wife, who loved him when 
he was young, and is kind to him in his old age. 
Other traditions, careless about contradictions, or 
ready to solve them sometimes by the most atrocious 
expedients, call Tithonos the son of Eos and Ke- 
phalos, as Endymion was the son of Protogeneia, the 
Dawn; and this very freedom in handling a mythe 

** See Pott, Kuhn’s ‘ Zeitschrift,’ vol. ii. p. 109. 

® See Sonnet ‘ On (3>aris,’ in Kuhn’s ‘Zeitschrift,’ vol. x. p. 178. 



eOMPARATIVB MYTHOLOGY. 


87 


seems to sho^w, that at first, a Greek knew what it 
meant if Eos was said to leave, every morning the 
bed of Tithonos. As long as this expression was 
understood, I should say that the mythe was 
present; it was passed when Tithonos had been 
changed into a son of Laomedon, a brother of 
Priamos, a prince of Troy. Then the saying, that 
Eos left his bed in the morning, became mythical, 
and had none but a conventional or traditional 
meaning. Then, as Tithonos was a prince of Troy, 
his son, the Ethiopian Memnon, had to take part in 
the Trojan war. And yet how strange!—even then 
the old mythe seems to float through the dim memory 
of the poet!—for when Eos weeps for her son, the 
beautiful Memnon, her tears are called ‘morning- 
dew,’—so that the past may be said to have been 
still half-present. 

As we have mentioned Kephalos as the beloved of 
1 'jOs, and the father of Tithonos, we may add, that 
Kephalos also, like Tithonos and Endymion, was one 
of the many names of the Sun. Kephalos, however, 
was the rising sun—the head of light,—an expres¬ 
sion frequently used of the sun in different mytho¬ 
logies. In the Veda, where the sun is addressed as 
a horse, the head of the horse is an expression mean¬ 
ing the rising sun. Thus, the poet says, Kv. I. 
163, 6, ‘i have known through my mind thy self 
when it was still far—^thee, the bird flying up fi*om 
below the sky; I saw a head with wings, toiling on 
smooth and dustless paths.’ The Teutonic nations 
speak of the sun as the eye of Wuotan, as Hesiod 
speaks of— 


wuvra iSin' Aioc MuXftot cot *awo vviiattt ; 



46 GOMFABATlirE MTTHOI.OGT. 

and they also call the sun the face of their god^". 
In Ihe Veda, agam, the sun is called (I. 115, 1) ‘ the 
face of the gods,’ or ‘ the face of Aditi ’ (I. 113, 19); 
and it is said that the winds obscure the eye of the 
sun by showers of rain (V. 59, 5). 

A similar idea led the Greeks to form the name of 
Kephalos; and if KephaJos is called the son of Hersc 
—the Dew,—tins patronymic meant the same in 
mythological language that we should express by the 
sun rising over dewy fields. What is told of Ke¬ 
phalos is, that he was the husband of Prokris, that 
he loved her, and that they vowed to be faithful to 
one another. But Eos also loves Kephalos; she tells 
her love, and Kephalos, true to Prokris, does not 
accept it. Eos, who knows her rival, replies, that 
he might remain faithful to Prokris, till Prokris had 
broken her vow. Kephalos accepts the challenge, 
approaches his wife disguised as a stranger, and 
gains her love. Prokris, discovering her shame, flies 
to Kreta. Here Diana gives her a dog and a spear, 
that never miss their aim, and Prokris returns to 
Kephalos disguised as a huntsman. While hunting 
with Kephalos, she is asked by him to give him the 
dog and the spear. She promises to do so only in 
retijrn for his love, and when he has assented, she 
discloses herself, and is again accepted by Kephalos. 
Yet Prokris fears the charms of Eos; and while 
jealously watching her husband, she is killed b}'^ him 
unintentionally, by the spear that never misses its 
aim. 

Before we can explain this mythe, which, however, 
is told with many variations by Greek and Latin 

*® Grimm, ‘Deutsdie Mythologie,’ p. 666. 
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poets, we must dissect it, and reduce it to its 
constituent elements. 

The first is ‘ Kephalos Idt^es Prdkris.’ Protris we 
must explain by a reference to Sanskrit, where 
prush and prish mean to sprinkle, and are used 
chiefly with reference to raindrops. Fcr instance, 
H.V. I. 168, 8: ‘The lightnings laugh down upon the 
earth, when the Avinds shower forth*thc rain.’ 

The same root in the Teutonic languages has taken 
the sense of ‘frost;’ and Bopp identifies prush with 
0. H. G. frus, frigere. In Greek w6 must refer 
to the same root Tfsoil, xpauxof, a deAvdrop, and also 
Prokris, the dew^h Thus, the Avife of Kephalos is 
only a rejActition of Ilerse, her mother,—H erse, dew, 
being derived from Sanskrit vrish^^, to sprinkle; 

I SHG no reason to niodity this etymology of Prokris. Prish 
in Siinskrit moans to sprinkle, and prishita occurs in the sense of 
shower, in vidyut-stanayitiui-prishitoshu, ‘during lightning, 
thunder, and rain,’ Gobh. ?>, 15, where Professor Iloth ingeniously, 
but without necessity, suspects tlie origiiuil reading to have been 
pruahita. Prishat, fem. prisliati, means sprinkled, and is applied 
to a speckled deer, a speckled cow', a sjieckled hor.se. Prishata, too,. 
h;is the same meaning, but is likcwi.se used iii the sense of drops. 
Prush, a cognate root, means in Sanskrit to sprinkle, and from it 
wo have j)rushva, the rainy season, and prushvu, a drop, but 
more particularly a frozen drop, or frost. Now, it is perfectlyjjrue, 
that the final sh of prish or prush is not regularly represented in 
Greek by a guttural consonant. But wo find that in Sanskrit itself 
the lingual sh of this root varies with the palatalfor instance, in 
pris-ni, speckled; and Professor Curtixis has rightly traced the 
Greek rr«pi--i'of, spotted, back to the same root as the Sanskrit 
pris-ni, and has clearly established for irp6^ and vpoxat, the original 
meaning of a speckled doer. From the same root, therefore, not 
only 7rp<i£, a dewdrop, but TpuK-pit also may be derived, in the 
sense of dew or hoar-frost, the derivative syllable being the same as 
in or "ti-pit, gen. loc or ilot. 

This derivation of Iponj, dew, from the Sanskrit iroot vrish has 
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Prokris, dew, from a Sanskrit root prush, having 
the same sense. The first part of our my the, therefore, 
means simply, ‘ the Sun kisses the Morning Dew.’ 

The second saying is ‘ Eos loves Kephalos.* This 
requires no explanation: it is the old story, repeated 
a hundred times in Aryan mythology, ‘the Dawn 
loves the Sun.’ 

The third saying was, ‘Prokris is faithless; yet 
her new lover, though in a different guise, is still 
the same Kephalos.’ This we may interpret as a 
poetical expression for the rays of the sun being 
reflected in various colours from the dewdrops,—so 
that Prokris may be said to be kissed by many 
lovers; yet they are all the same Kephalos, dis¬ 
guised, but at last recognised. 

The last saying was, ‘ Prokris is killed by Kepha¬ 
los,’ i.e. the dew is absorbed by the sun. Prokris 
dies for her love to Kephalos, and he must kill her 
because he loves her. It is the gradual and inevital)le 
absorption of the dew by the glowing rays of the 
sun which is expressed, with so much truth, by the 
unerring shaft of Kephalos thrown unintentionally 
at Prokris hidden in the thicket of the forest^®. 

We have only to put these four sayings together, 

been questioned, because Sanskrit v is generally represented in 
Greek by the diganima, or the spiritus lenis. But in Greek wo 
find both tpffi) and iperri, a change of frequent occurrence, though 
difficult to explain. In the s.<irae manner the Greek has laruip and 
'ittrap, from the root vid, karLa from a root vas; and the Attic 
peculiarity of aspirating unaspIrated initial vowels was well known 
even to ancient grammarians (Curtins, ‘GrundzUge,’ p. 617). Forms 
like iipirij and atpaa clearly prove the former presence of a digamina 
(Curtins, ‘ GrundzUge,’ p. 509). 

48 ]La rugiada 

PugnaW sole.—Dante, ‘ Purgatorio,’ i. 121. 
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and every poet will at once tell tts the story of the 
love and jealousy of Kephalos, Prokris, and Eos. If 
anything was wanted to confirm the solar nature of 
Kephalos, we might point out how the first meet¬ 
ing of Kephalos and Prokris takes place on Mount 
Hyinettos, and how Kephalos throws himself after¬ 
wards, in despair, into the sea, from the Leukadian 
mountains. Now, the whole mythe belongs to 
Attika, and here the sun would rise, during the 
greater part of the year, over Mount Hymettos like 
a brilliant head. A straight line from this, the most 
eastern point, to the most western headland of 
Greece, carries us to the Leukadian promontory,— 
and here Kephalos might well be said to have 
drowned his sorrows in the w'aves of the ocean. 

Another magnificent sunset looms in the mythe of 
the death of Herakles. His twofold character as 
a god and as a hero is acknowledged even by 
Herodotos; and some of his epithets are sufficient 
to indicate his solar character, though, perhaps, no 
name has been made the vehicle of so many mytho¬ 
logical and historical, physical and moral stories, as 
that of Herakles. Names which he shares with 
Apollo and Zeus are Aa<pv^tpopos, ’A7is^i'xaxos, MuvTtg, 
’I3aroj, ’OAojaarjof, JHayysvirmp. 

Noav, in his last journey, Herakles also, like Kepha¬ 
los, proceeds from east to west. He is performing 
his sacrifice to Zeus, on the Kenseon promontory of 
Euboea, when Deianeira (d4sya-nari=d48a-patni) 
sends him the fatal garment. He then throws 
Lichas into the sea, who is transformed into the 
Lichadian islands. * From thence Herakles crosses 
over to Trachys, and then to Mount Oeta, w'here his 
pile is raised, and the hero is burnt, rising through 
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the clouds to the seat of the immortal gods—himself 
henceforth immortal and wedded to Hebe, the god¬ 
dess of youth. The coat which Deianeira sends to 
the solar hero is an expression frequently used in 
other mythologies; it is the coat w;hich in the 
Veda, ‘the mothers weave for their bright son,’— 
the clouds which rise from the waters and surround 
the sun like a dark raiment. Herakles tries to 
tear it off; his fierce splendour breaks through the 
thickening gloom, but fiery mists embrace him, and 
are mingled -with the parting rays of the sun, and 
the dying hero is seen through the scattered clouds of 
the sky, tearing his own body to pieces, till at last 
his bright form is consumed in a general confla¬ 
gration, his last-beloved being lole,—perhaps the 
violet-coloured evening clouds,—a word which, .as 
it reminds us also of Ug, poison (though the < is 
long), may perhaps have originated the mythe of a 
poisoned garment. 

In these legends the Greek language supplies 
almost all that is necessary in order to render these 
strange stories intelligible and rational, though the 
later Greeks—I mean Homer and Hesiod—had 
certainly in most cases no suspicion of the original 
import of their own traditions. But as there are 
Greek words which find no explanation in Greek, 
and which, 'without a reference to Sanskrit and the 
other cognate dialects, would have for ever remained 
to the philologist mere sounds with a conventional 
meaning, there are also names of gods and heroes 
inexjfiicable from a Greek point of view, and which 
cannot be made to disclose their Jirimitive character, 
rmless confronted ■with contemporary witnesses from 
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India, Persia, Italy, or Germany. Anotker mythe 
of the dawn will best explain this; 

Ahan in Sanskrit is a name of the day, and is 
said to stand for dahan, like a«ru, tear, for dai$ru, 
Greek Saxptt. Whether we have to admit an actual 
loss of this initial d, or whether the d is to be con¬ 
sidered rather -as a secondary letter, by which the 
root ah was individualised to dah, is a question 
which does not concern us at present. In Sanskrit 
we have the root dah, which means to burn, and 
from which a name of the day might have been 
formed in the same manner as dyu, day, is formed 
from dyu, to be brilliant. Nor does it concern us 
here, whether the Gothic dag a, nom. dag-s, day, 
is the same word or not. According to Grimm’s 
law, dah a in Sanskrit should in Gothic appear as 
taga, and not as daga. However, there are several 
roots in which the aspiration aifects either the first or 
the last letter or both. This would give us dhah as 
a secondary type of dah, and thus remove the appa¬ 
rent irregularity of the Gothic daga^^. Bopp seems 
inclined to consider daga and daha identical in 
origin. Certain it is that the same root from which 
the Teutonic words for day are formed, has also 
given rise to the name for dawn. In German we 
say, der Morgen tagt; and in Old English day 
was dawe; while to dawn was in Anglo-Saxon 
dagian. Now, in the Veda, one of the names of the 
dawn is Ah an A It occurs only once, Rv. I. 123, 4: 

Grih&m gnham Abani y&ti ikkha, 

Div4 dive &dhi n&ma d4dbtn& 

Sieteanti DyotanS s&ssvat i agtt 
A'gram agram It bha^ate vAaOntei. 

** Thia change of aspiration baa been fully illustrated, and well 
explained by Oxassmann, in Krthn’s ‘ Zeitscbrift,’ rol. xii. p. 110. 
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‘ Ahan& (the dawn) comes near to every house,— 
she who makes every day to be known. 

‘Dyotanfi, (the dawn), the active maiden, comes 
back for evermore,—she enjoys always the first of all 
goods.’ 

We have already seen the Dawn in various rela¬ 
tions to the Sun, but not yet as the beloved of 
the Sun, flying before her lover, and destroyed by 
his embrace. This, however, was a very familiar 
expression in the old mythological language of the 
Aryans. The Dawn has died in the arms of the Sun, 
or the Dawn is flying before the Sun, or the Sun 
has shattered the car of the Dawn, were expres¬ 
sions meaning simply, the sun has risen, the daAvn 
is gone. Thus, we ' read in the Rv. IV. 30, in a 
hymn celebrating the achievements of Indra, the 
chief solar deity of the Veda: 

‘ And this strong and manly deed also thou hast 
performed, 0 Indra, that thou struckest the daughter 
of Dyaus (the Dawn), a woman difficult to vanquish. 

‘ Yes, even the daughter of Dyaus, the magnified, 
the Dawn, thou, 0 Indra, a great hero, hast ground 
to pieces. 

^ The Dawn rushed off from her crushed car, fear¬ 
ing that Indra, the bull, might strike her. 

‘ This her car lay there well ground to pieces; she 
went far away.’ 

In thiscase, Indra behaves rather unceremoniously 
to the daughter of the sky; but, in other places, she 
is loved by all the bright gods of heaven, not ex¬ 
cluding her own father. The Sun, it is said, Rv. I. 
115, 2, follows her from behind, as a man follows a 
wtanan. She, the Dawn, whose cart is drawn by 
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white horses, is carried away iff triumph by the two 
Asvins,' as the Leukippides are parried off by the 
Dioskuroi. 

If now we translate, or rather transliterate, Da- 
hanS, into Greek, Ddphne stands before us, and her 
whole history is intelligible. Daphne is young 
and beautiful—Apollo loves her—she flies before 
him, and dies as he embraces her with his brillimt 
rays. Or, as another poet of the Veda (X. 189) 
expresses it, ‘ The Dawn comes near to him—she 
expires as soon as he begins to breathe—the mighty 
one irradiates the sky.’ Any one who has eyes to 
see and a heart to feel with nature like the poets of 
old, may still see Daphne and Apollo,—the dawn 
rushing and trembling througlf the sky, and fading 
away at the sudden approach of the bright sun. Thus 
even in so modem a poet as Swift, the old poetiy 
of nature breaks through when, in his address to Lord 
Harley on his marriage, he writes: 

‘ So the bright Empress of the Moru 
Chose for her spouse a mortal born: 

The Goddess made advances first, 

Else what aspiring hero durst? 

Though like a maiden of fifteen 
She blushes when by mortals seen: ^ 

Still blushes, and with haste retires 
When Sol pursues her with his fires.’ 

The metamorphosis of Daphne into a laurel-tree 
is a continuation of the mythe of peculiarly Greek 
growth. Daphne, in Greek, meant no longer the 
dawn, but it had become the name of the laurel*". 

49 Professor Curtins admits my explanation of the mythe of 
Daphne as the dawn, but he says, ‘ If we could but see why the 
dawn is changed into a laurel!' I hare explained before the influence 
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Hence the tree Daphne was considered sacred to the 
lover of Daphne, the dawn, and Daphne herself was 
fabled to have been changed into a tree when pray¬ 
ing to her another to protect her from the violence of 
Ap(dlo. 

Without the help of the Veda, the name of 
Daphne and the legen/3 attached to her, would have 
remained, unintelligible, for the later Sanskrit sup¬ 
plies no key to this name. This shows the value of 
the Veda for the purpose of comparative mythology, 
a science which, without the Veda, would have re¬ 
mained mere guess-work, without fixed principles 
and without a safe basis*®. 

In'order to show in how many different ways the 
same idea may be expressed mythologically, I have 
confined myself to the names of the dawn. The 
dawn is really one of the richest sources of Aryan 
mythology; and another class of legends, embodying 
the strife between winter and summer, the return of 
spring, the revival of nature, is in most languages 
but a reflection and amplification of the more ancient 
stories telling of the. strife between night and day. 


of homonymy in the growth of early mythes, and this is only another 
instance of this influence. The dawn was called iafvri, the bumii^, 
Ih was the lanrel, as wood that bums easily. Afterwards the two, 
as usual, were supposed to be one, or to have senne connection with 
each other, for how,' the people would say, could they have the same 
name? See "Etym. M.’ p. 250, 20, tvKavarov (OXov; 

Hesych. IrKavirroy £v\ov (1. evKava-roy tvXos, id<pytiy, 

Ahrens, ‘ Dial. Greo.’ ii. 532). Legerlote, in Kuhn’s ‘ Zeitschrift,’ 
vOiL -vii. p. 292. ‘Lectures on the Science of Language,’ Second 
Series, p. 502. 

For another development of the same word Ahanft, leading 
uMnmtely to. the mythe of Athene, see ‘ Lectures on tiie Science of 
Language,’ Seooni Series, p. 502. . 
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the return of the morn, the revival of the whole 
world. The stories, again, of solar heroes fighting 
through a thunderstorm against the powers of dark¬ 
ness, are borrowed from the same source; and the 
cows, so frequently alluded to in the Veda, as 
carried oflF by Vjitra and brought back by Indra, 
are in reality the same bright cows which the Dawn 
drives out every morning to their pasture ground; 
sometimes the clouds, which, from tfieir heavy 
udders, send down refreshing and fertilising rain or 
dew upon the parched earth; sometimes the brigl^ 
days themselves, that seem to step out one by one 
from the dark stable of the night, and to be carried off 
from their wide pasture by the dark powers of the 
West. There is no siglit in nature more elevating 
than the dawn even to us, whom philosophy would 
wish to teach that nil admirari is the highest 
wisdom. Yet in ancient times the power of admiring 
was the greatest blessing bestowed on mankind; and 
when could man have admired more intensely, when 
could his heart have been more gladdened and over¬ 
powered with joy than at the approach of 

the Lord of light, 

Of life, of love, and gladness! 

The darkness of night fills the human heart with 
despondency awe, and a feeling of fear and 
anguish sets every nerve trembling. There is man 
like a forlorn child fixing his eye with breathless 
anxiety upon the East, the womb of day, where the 
light of the world has flamed up so many times 
before. As the father waits the birth of his child, so 
the poet -vyatches the dark heaving night* who is to 
bring forth her bright son, the sun of the (Jay. The 

VOL. n. * H 
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doors of heaven seem slowly to open, and what are 
called the bright flocks of the Dawn step out of 
the dark stable, returning to their wonted pastures. 
Who has not seen the gradual advance of this 
radiant procession—the heaven like a distant sea 
tossing its golden waves—when the first rays shoot 
forth like brilliant horses racing round the whole 
course of the horizon—^when the clouds begin to 
colour up, each shedding her own radiance over her 
more distant sisters! Not only the East, but the 
West, and the South, and the North, the whole 
temple of heaven is illuminated, and the pious wor¬ 
shipper lights in response his own small ligH on 
the altar of his hearth, and stammers words which 
express but faintly the joy that is in nature and in 
his own throbbing heart: 

‘Rise! Our life, our spirit has come back! the 
darkness is gone, the light approaches! ’ 

If the people of antiquity called these eternal 
lights of heaven their gods, their bright ones (deva), 
the Daw'n was the first-bom among all the gods— 
Protogeneia—dearest to man, and always young and 
fresh. But if not raised to an immortal state, if only 
admired as a kind being, awakening every morning 
the children of man, her life would seem to be short. 
She soon fades away, and dies when the fountain¬ 
head of light rises in naked splendour, and sends his 
first swift glance through the vault of heaven. We 
cannot realise that sentiment with which the eye of 
antiquity dwelt on these sights of nature. To us all 
is law, order, necessity. We calculate the refractory 
power of the atmosphere, we measure the possible 
length of the dawn in every climate, and the rising of 
the sun is* to us no greater surprise than the birth of 



COMPAEATIVE MYTHOLOGT. 


a child. But if we could believe again, that there 
was in the sun a being like our own, that in the 
dawn there was a soul open to human sympathy,— 
if we could bring ourselves to look for a moment 
upon these powera as personal, free, and adorable, how 
diflPerent would be our feelings at the blush of day! 
That Titanic assurance mth which we say, the sun 
must rise, was unknown to the early worshippers of 
nature, or if they also began to feel the regularity 
with which the sun and the other stars perform their 
daily labour, they still thought of free beings kept in 
temporary servitude, chained fbr a time, and bound 
to obey a higher will, but sure to rise, like Herakles, 
to a higher glory at the end of their laboura. It 
seems to us childish when we read in the Veda such 
expressions as, ‘Will the Sun rise?’ ‘WUl our old 
friend, the Dawn, come back again?’ ‘Will the 
powers of darkness be conquered by the God of 
light?’ And when the Sun rose, they wondered 
how, but just bom, he was so mighty, and strangled, 
as it Averc, in his cradle, the serpents of the night. 
They asked how he could w'alk along the sky ? Why 
there was no dust on his road? wdiy he did not fall 
backward? But at last they greeted him like the' 
poet of our own time— 

Hail, orient Conqueror of gloonij' Nigjit! 

and the human eye felt that it could not bear the 
brilliant majesty of Him whom they call ‘ the Life, 
the Breath, the brilliant Lord and Father.’ 

Thus sunrise was the revelation of nature, awaken¬ 
ing in the human mind that feeling of dependence, 
of helplessness, of hoi>e, of joy and faith in higher 
powers, which is the source of all wisdom, the spring 
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of all religion. But if sunrise inspired the first 
prayers, called forth the first sacrificial flames, sunset 
was the other time when, again, .the heart of man 
would tremble, and his mind be filled with awful 
thoughts. The shadows of night approach, the irre¬ 
sistible power of sleep grasps man in the midst of 
(his pleasures, his friends depart, and in his loneliness 
his thoughts turn again to higher powers. When 
the day departs, the poet bewails the untimely death 
of his bright friend, nay, he sees in his short career 
the likeness of his own life. Perhaps, when he has 
fallen asleep, his sun may never rise again, and thus 
the place to which the setting sun withdraws in the 
far West rises before his mind as the abode where 
he himself would go after death, where ‘ his fathers 
went before him,’ and where all the wise and the 
pious rejoice in a ‘new life with Yaraa and Yaruwa.’ 
Or he might look upon the sun, not as a short-lived 
hero, but as young, unchanging, and always the 
same, while generations after gaierations of mortal 
men were passing away. And hence, by the mere 
force of contrast, the first intimation of beings which 
^do not wither and decay—of immortals, of immor¬ 
tality ! Then the poet would implore the immortal 
sun to come again, to vouchsafe to the sleeper a new 
morning. The god of day would become the god of 
time, of life and death. Again, the evening twilight, 
the sister of the dawn, repeating, though with a 
more sombre light, the wonders of the morning, how 
many feelings must it have roused in the musing 
poet—how many poems must it have elicited in the 
living language of ancient times! Was it the dawn 
that came again to give a last embrace to him who 
had parted from her in the morning? Was she 
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the immortal, the always returning goddess, and he 
the mortal, the daily dying sun? Or was she the 
mortal, bidding a last farewell to her immortal lover, 
burnt, as it were, on the same pile which would 
consume her, while he would rise to the seat of the 
gods? 

Let us express these simple scenes in ancient Ian- < 
guage, and we shall find ourselves surrounded on 
every side by mythology full of contradictions and 
incongruities, the same being represented as mortal 
or immortal, as man or woman, as the poetical eye of 
man shifts its point of view, and gives its own colour 
to the mysterious play of nature. 

One of the mythes of. the Veda which expresses 
this correlation of the Dawn and the Sun, this love 
between the iinmortol and the mortal, and the 
identity of the Morning Dawn and the Evening 
Twilight, is the story of Urvaii and Purhravas. The 
two names Urvasi and Pururavas, are to the Hindu 
mere proper names, and even in the Veda their 
origmal meaning lias almost entirely faded away. 
There is a dialogue in the Itig-veda betwceA Urvasi 
and Purhmvas, where both appear personified in the 
same manner as in the pLay of Kalidasa. The first 
point, therefore, which we have to prove is that Urvasi 
was originally an appellation, and meant dawn. 

The etymology of Urvasi is difficult. It cannot 
be derived from urva by means of the suffix sa^', 
because there is no such word as urva, and because 
derivatives in sa, like romasd, yuva^A, &c., have 
the accent on the last syllable*®. I therefore accept 
the common Indian explanation by which this name 

P&nini V. 2, lOO. 

** Otlier explanations of Urvaai may be seen in Professor Rotli’s 
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is derived from uru, wide (eup), and a root as, to 
pervade, and thus compare uru-asi with anotiier 
frequent epithet of the Dawn, ur^^i, the feminine of 
uru-a^, far-going. It was certainly one of the taost 
striking features, and one by which the Dawn was 
distinguished from all the other c^vellers in the 
heavens, that she occupies the wide expanse of 
the sky, and that her horses rhii|'as it were, with 
the swiftness of thought round the whole horizon. 
Hence we find that names beginning with uru in 
Sanskrit, and with so^o in Greek, are almost invari¬ 
ably old mythological names of the Dawn or the 
T\vilight. The Earth also, it is true, claims this 
epithet, but in different combinations from tliose 
which apply to the bright goddess. Names of the 
Dawn are Euryphaessa, the mother of Helios; Eury- 
kyde or Eurypyle, the daughter of Endymion; Eury- 
mede, the wife of Glaukos; Eurynome, the mother of 
the Charites; and Eurydike, the wife of Orpheus, 
whose character as an ancient god will be discussed 
hei’eafter. In the Veda the name of Ushas or Eos 
is hardly ever mentioned without some allusion to 
her far and wide spreading splendour ; such as 
urviyS, vibhfi,ti, she shines wide; urviyfi, viifcd- 
kshe, looking far and wide; variyasi, the widest®, 


edition of the Nirukta, and in the Sanskrit Dictionary published 
by him and Professor Boehtlingk. 

The name which approaches nearest to Urvast in Greek might 
seem to be Europe, because the palatal s is occasionally repre¬ 
sented by a Greek w, as asvasztirKos. The only difficulty is the long 
u in Greek ; otherwise Europe, carried away by the white bull 
(vrishan, man, bull, stallion, in the Veda a frequent appellation of 
the sun, and sreta, white, applied to the same deity), carried away 
on his back (the sun being frequently represented as behind or below 
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whereas the li^ht of the Sun is not represented as 
wide-stretching, but rather as far-darting. 

' But there are other indications besides the mere 
name of Urvasi, which lead us to suppose that she 
was originally the goddess of the dawn. Vasishtha, 
though best known as the name of one of the 
chief poets of the Veda, is the superlative of vasu, 
bright and as suth also a name of the Sun. Thus it 
happens!*hat expressions which apply projierly to the 
sun only, were transferred to the ancient poet. He 
is called the sun of Mitraand Varurea, night and day, 
an expression which has a meaning only with regard 
to Vasishtha, the sun; and as the sun is frequently 
called the otFspring of the dawn, Vasishtha, the poet, 
is said to owe his birth to Urvasi (Rv. VII. 33, 11). 
The peculiarity of his birth reminds us strongly of 
the birth of Aphrodite, as told by Hesiod. 

Again, we find that in the few passages where the 
name of Urvasi occurs in the Rig-veda., the same 
attributes and actions are ascribed to her which 
usiially belong to Ushas, the Dawn. 

It is frequently said of Ushas, that she prolongs 
the life of man, and the same is said of Urvasi 
(V. 41, 19; X. 95,10). In one passage Rv. IV. 2,18, 
Urvasi is even used as a plural, in the sense of many 
dawns or days increasing the life of man, which 
shows that the appellative power of the word was 
not yet quite forgotten. Again, she is called anta- 
rikshaprA filling the air, a usual epithet of the 


the dawn, aee p. 92 and the mythe of Eutydike ou p. 127); again 
carried to a distant cave (the gloanung of the evening); and mother 
■ of Apollo, the god of daylight, or of Minos (Mann, a mortal Zeus),—<- 
all this would well agree with the goddeas of the dawn. 



104 COMPABATWE MYTHOLOGY. 

sun, brihaddiyl^ with mighty splendour, all indi¬ 
cating the bright presence of the dawn. However, 
the ^st proof that Urvasi w'as the dawn is the 
legend told of her ahd of her love to Purhravas, a 
story that is true only of the Sun and the Dawn. 
That Purhravas is an appropriate name of a solar 
hero requires hardly any proof. Purhravas meant 
the same as endowed with mindi light; 

for though rava is generally used of sound, yet the 
root ru, which means originally to cry, is also applied 
to colour®®, in the sense of a Iqud or crying colour, i.e. 
red (cf. ruber, rufus, Lith. rauda, 0. H. G. rot, 
l*udhira, l/joSpo's; also Sanskrit ravi, sun.) Besides, 
Pururavas calls himself Vasishtha, which, as we 
know, is a name of the Sun; and if he is called 
Aida, the son of Idfi, the same name is elsewhere 
(Rv. III. 29, 3) given to Agni, the fire. 

. Now the story in its most ancient form, is found in 
the Br&hmawa of the Ta^ur-veda. There we read: 

‘Urvasi, a kind of fairy, fell in love with Purh- 
ravas, the son of^ Jdft, and when she met him, she 
said: “ Embrace me three times a day, but never 
against my will, and let me never see you without 
your royal garments, for this is the manner of 
women.” In this manner she lived with him a long 

»« Thus it is said, Rv. VI. 3, 6, the fire cries with light, 
soi!;isb4 rSrapiti; the two Spartan Cliarites are called KXijT'ii 
(jcXijrd, incluta) and i. e. Clara, clear-sliining: (see Sonne, 

in Knhn’s ‘ Zeitschrift,’ vol. x. p. 363.) In the Veda the rising sun 
is Bilid to cry like a new-born child (Rv. IX. 74, 1). Professor 
Knhn himself has evidently misunderstood my argument. I do not 
derive ravas from rap, but I only quote rap as illustrating the 
close connection between loudness of sound and brightness of light. 
See also Justi, ‘ Orient und Occident,' vol. ii. p. 69. 
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time, and she was with child. Then her fomer 
friends, tlie Gandharvas, said;- “This IJrvasi has 
now dwelt a long time amon^ mortals; let us see 
that she come back.” Now, tlrere was a ewe, with 
two lambs, tied to the couch of Urvasi and Purura- 
vas, and the Gandharvas stole one of them. Urvasi 
said: “They take away my daidlng, as if I lived in 
a land -^ete there is no hei’o and no man.” They 
stole the second, and she upbraided her husband again. 
Then Purhravas looked and said: “ How can that be 
a land without heroes ^r men where I am ?” And 
naked, he sprang up; he thought it too long to put 
on his dress. Then the Gandharvas sent a flash of 
lightning, and Urvasi saw her husband naked as by 
daylight. Then she vanished; “ I come back,” she 
said—and went. Then he bewailed his vanished 
love in bitter grief; and went near Kurukshetra, 
There is a lake there, called AnyataAplaksha, full of 
lotus flowers, and while the king walked along its 
border, the lairies were playing there in the water, 
in the shape of birds. And Urv^i discovered him, 
and said: 

‘ “ That is the man with whom I dwelt so long.” 
Then her friends said: “ Let us appear to him.” 
She agreed, and they appeared before him. Then 
the king recognised her and said: 

' ‘ “ Lo! my wife! stay, thou cruel in mind ! let us 
now exchange some words! Our secrets, if they are 
not told now, will not bring us luck on any later 
day.” 

‘She replied: “ What shall I do with thy speech? 
I am gone like the first of the dawns. Purfiravas, 
go home again! I am hard to be caught, like the 
wind.’ 
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, ‘ He said, in despair; *“ Then may thy former friend 
now fall down, never to rise again; may he go far, far 
away I May he lie down on the threshold of death, 
and may rabid wolves there devour him!” 

‘ She j^plied: “ Purhravas, do not die! do not fall 
down! let not evil wolves devour thee! there is no 
friendship with women, their hearts are the hearts 
of wolves. When I walked among mortals under a 
different /orm—when I dwelt with thee, four nights 
of the autumn, I ate once a-day a small piece of 
butter—and even now I feel^pleasure from it.” 

‘Thus, at last, her heart melted, and she said; 
“ Come to me the last night of the year, and thou 
shalt be with me for one night, and a son y^ill be 
bom to thee.” He went the last night of the year 
to the golden seats, and while he was alone, he was 
told to go up, and then they sent Urvasi to him. 
Then she said: “The Gandharvas will to-morrow 
grant thee a wish; choose!” He sjiid: “Choose 
thou for me.” She replied: “ Say to them, let me 
be one of you.” Early the next mom, the Gandharvas 
gave him his choice; but when he said “ let m6 be 
one of you,” they said: “That kind of sacred fire is 
not yet known among men, by which he could per¬ 
form a sacrifice, and become one of ourselves.” They 
then initiated Purfiravas in the mysteries of a certmn 
sacrifice, and when he had performed it, he became 
himself one of the Gandharvas.’ 

This is the simple story, told in the Br4hmana, 
and it is told there in order to show the importance 
of a peculiar rite, the rite of kindling the fire by 
friction, which is represented as the one by which 
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Purfiravas obtained immortality®*. The verses quoted 
in the story are taken from the’ Rig-veda, where we 
find, in the last book, together with many strange 
relics of popular poetiy, a dialogue between the 
two celestial lovers. It consists of seventeen verses, 
while the author of the Br4hmana knew only fifteen. 
In one of the verses which he quotes, TJrvasi says, 
‘I am gone for ever, like the first of the dawns,’ 
which shows a strange glimmering of the old mythe 
in the mind of the poet, and reminds us of the tears 
which the mother of ^emnon shed over the corpse 
of her son, and which even by later poets are called 
morning dew. Again, in the fourth verse, Urvasi 
addre|8ing herself, says: ‘ This person (that is to say 
I), when she was wedded to him, 0 Dawn! she went 
to his house, and was embraced by him day and 
night.’ Again, she tells Purftravas that he was 
created by the gods in order to slay the powera of 
darkness (dasyuhatyS,ya), a task invariably ascribed 
to Indra and other solar beings. Even the names of 
the companions of Urvasi point to the dawn, and 
Purfiravas says: 

‘ When I, the mortal, threw my arms around those 
flighty immortals, they trembled away from me like 
a trembling doe, like horses that kick against the 
cart.’ 

No goddess is so frequently called the friend of 
man as the Dawn. ‘ She goes to every house' 

A most interesting and ingenious explanation of this ceremony 
is given by Professor Kuhn, in his Essay, ‘ Die Herabkunft, des 
Feuers,’ p, 79. The application of that ceremony to the old mythe 
of Drvasl and Purhravas belongs clearly to a later age: it is an 
after-thought that could only arise with people who wished to find 
a symbolical significance in every act of their traditional ritual. 
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(I. 123, 4); ‘she thinks of the dwelling of xnan ’ 
(1. 123, 1); ‘she does not despise the small or the 
great’ (1. 124, 6); ‘she brings wealth’ (1. 48, 1); 
‘she is always the same, immoi*tal, divine’ (I. 124, 4; 
I. 123, 8); ‘ she does not grow old ’ (I. 113,15); ‘ she 
is the young goddess, but she makes man grow old ’ 
(I. 92, 11). Thus Purhravas called Urvasi ‘the im¬ 
mortal among the mortalsand, in his last verse, he 
addressed his beloved in the following words: 

‘I, the brightest Sun, I hold Urvasi, her who fills 
the air (with light), who spreads the sky. May the 
blessing of thy kind deed be upon thee! Come back, 
the heart bums me.’ 

Then the poet says: 

‘ Thus the gods spake to thee, 0 son of Idk: in 
order that thou, bound to death, mayest grow to be 
this (immortal), thy race should worship the gods 
with oblations! Then thou also wilt rejoice in 
heaven.’ 

We must certainly admit, that even in the Veda, 
the poets tvere as ignorant of the original meaning 
of Urvasi and Purfiravas as Homer was of Tithonos, 
if not of Eos. To them'they were heroes, indefinite 
beings, men yet not men, gods yet not gods. But to 
us, though placed at a much greater distance, they 
disclose their true meaning. As Wordsworth says: 

Not tinrejoiced, I see tibee climb the sky 
In naked splendour, clear from mist and haze— 

Antiquity spoke of the naked sun, and of the chaste 
dawn hiding her face when she had seen her 
husband. Yet she says she will come again. And 
after the sun has travelled through the world in 
search of his beloved, when he comes to the thres- 
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hold of death and is ^ing to end his solitary life, 
she appears again in the gloaming, the same as the 
dawn—as E9S in Homer begins and ends the day,— 
and she carries him away to the golden seats of the 
immortals*®. 

I have selected this mythe chiefly in order to show 
how ancient poetry is only the faint echo of ancient 
language, and how it was the simple story of nature 
which inspired the early poet, and held before his 
mind that deep mirror in which he might see reflected 
the passions of his own soul. For the heart of man, as 
long as it knows but its own bitterness, is silent and 
sullen. It does not tell its love and its loss. There 
may be a mute poetry in solitary grief, but Mnemo¬ 
syne, the musing goddess of recollection, is not a 
muse herself, though she is the mother of the muses. 
It is the sympathy with the grief of others which 
first gives utterance to the poet’s grief, and opens the 
lips of a silent despair. And if his pain was too 
deep and too sacred, if he could not compare it to the 
suffering of any other human heart, the ancient poet 
had still the heart of nature to conpnune with, and in 
her silent suffering he saw a noble lilceness of what 
he felt and suffered Avithin himself. When, after a 
dark night, the light of the day returned, he thought 
of his own light that would never rise ^ain. When 
he saAV the Sun kissing the Datvn, he dreamt of 
days and joys gone for ever. And when the Dawn 
trembled, and grew pale, and departed, and when the 
Sun seemed to look for her, and to lose her the more 


Od. V. 390. aXV Srt rpirov ^fiap ivirXoKa/totiTfXciT' ’Hiif. For 
different explanations of this anff similar verses, see VOlcker, ‘ fiber 
homerische GeograpMe und Weltkunde,’ Hannover, 1830, p. 31. 
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his brilliant eye sought her, an image would rise in. 
his mind, and he would remember his own fate and 
yet forget it, while telling in measured words the love 
and loss of the Sun. Such was the origin of poetry. 
Nor was the evening without its charms. And when, 
at the end of a dreary day, the Sun seemed to die 
away in the far West, still looking for his Eastern 
bride, and suddenly the heavens opened, and the 
glorious image of the Dawn rose again, her beauty 
deepened by a gloaming sadpess—would not the poet 
gaze till the last ray had vanished, and would not 
the last vanishing ray linger in his heart, and kindle 
there a hope of another life, where he would find 
again what he had loved and lost on earth ? 

There is a radiant, though a short-lived flame, 

That burns for poets in the dawning east; 

And oft my soul has kindled at the same, 

When the captivity of sleep had ceased. 

There is much suffering in nature to those who have 
eyes for silent grief, and it is this tragedy — the 
tragedy of nature—Avhich is the lifespring of all the 
tragedies of the ancient world. The idea of a young 
hero, whether he is called Baldr, or Sigurd, or Sifrit, 
or Achilles, or Meleager, or Kephalos, dying in the 
fulness of youth, a story so frequently told, localised, 
and indmdualiscd, was first suggested by the Sun, 
dying in all his youthful vigour either at the end of 
a day, conquered by the powers of darkness, or at the 
end of the sunny season, stung by the thorn of tvinter. 
Again, that fatal spell by which these sunny heroes 
must leave their first love, become unfaithful to her 
or she to thelfi, was borrowed from nature. The fate 
of these solar heroes was inevitable, and it was their 



COMBAEATOT MTTHOI.OGr. Ill 

lot to die by the hand or by the unwilling treachery 
of their nearest friends or relatives. The Sun forsakes 
the Dawn, and dies at the end of the day, according 
to an inexorable fate, and bewailed by the whole of 
nature. Or the Sun is the Sun of Spring, who woos 
the Earth, and then forsakes his bride and grows 
cold, and is killed at last by the thorn of Winter. It, 
is an old story, but it is for ever new in the mytho¬ 
logy and the legends of the ancient world. Thus 
Baldr, in the Scandinavian Edda, the divine proto¬ 
type of Sigurd and Sifrit, is beloved by the whole 
world. Gods and men, the whole of nature, all that 
grows and lives, had sworn to his mother not to hurt 
the bright hero. The mistletoe alone, that does not 
grow on the earth, but on trees, had been forgotten, 
and with it Baldr is killed at the winter solstice: 

So on the floor lay Balder, dead; and round 
Lay thickly strewn, swords, axes, darts, and spears. 

Which all the gods in sport had idly thrown 
At Balder, whom no we.apon pierced or clove: 

But in his breast stood fixt the fatal bough 
Of mistletoe, which Lok, the accuser, gave 
To Ilodcr, and unwitting Hoder threw: 

'Gainst that alone had Baldcr’s life no charm. 

Tims Isfendiyar, in the Persian epic, cannot be 
wounded by any weapon, yet it is his fate to be killed 
by a thorn, which, as an arrow, is thrown into his 
eye by Kustein. llustem, again, can only be killed 
by his brother; Herakles, by the mistaken kindness 
of his wife; Sifrit, by the anxious solicitude of Kriem- 
hilt, or by the jealousy of Brunhilt, whom he had 
forsaken. He is vulnerable in one spot only, like 
Achilles, and it is there where Hagene (the thorn) 
strikes him. All these are fragments of solar mythes. 
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The whole of nature was ^iviU^d into two realms— 
the one dark, colS, ivintry, knd deathlike, the other 
bright, warm, vernal, and full of life. -Sigurd, as the 
solar hero is called in the JEdda, tho descendant of 
Odin, slays the serpent Fafnir, and conquers the trea¬ 
sure on which Aridvari, the dwarf, had pronounced 
his curse. This is the treasure of the Niflung’s or 
Nibelung’s, the treasure of the earth which the nebu¬ 
lous powers of winter and darkness had.carried away 
like robbers. - The vernal sun wins it back, and like 
Demeter, yich in the j)Ossession of her restored daugh¬ 
ter, the earth becomes for a time rich with all the 
treasures of spring®®. He then, according to the Edda, 
delivers Brynhild, who had been doomed to a magic 
sleep after being itounded with a thorn by (Jdin, but 
who is now, like the spring after the sleep of winter, 
brought back to new life by the love of Sigurd. But 
he, the lord of the treasure (vasupati), is driven 
onward by his fate. He plights his troth to Brynhild, 
and gives her the fatal ring he had taken from the 
treasure. But he must leave her, and wlien he 
arrives at the castle of Gunnar, Gunnar’s wife, Grim- 
hild, makes him forget Brynhild, and he marries her 
daughter, Gudrun. Already his course begins to 
decline. He is bound to Gunnar, nay, he must conquer 
for him his own fonner bride, Brynhild, whom Gun¬ 
nar now maiTies. Gunnar Gjukason seems to signify 
darkimsfe, and thus we see that the awakening and 

** Cf. Rig'veda V. 47, 1: ‘ PrayuH^at! dira^i eti bruvil«& mal»t - 
duhitu/1 bodliayantl, I.viv4santt yuvati/j nianlsh4 pitribhyaft 6 
sadane yobuv4nil.’ On mabS m4t4=Magna Mater, see Grassmann, 
in Kahn's ‘Zeitschrift,’ vol. xri, p. 169. Duhitur bodhayantt, 
inqxuring for or finding her daughter. 
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budding spring is gGne, -calTped av%y by Gunnar, like 
Proserpina by Pltrto;<ii^^ Sit& by RAvana. Gudrun, 
the daughter of &nmfiHdi’diid somfetimes herself called 
Grunhild, wheAey .the letter uBip^lneant summer (cf. 
ghaTmain Sanskrit^ or ijhe earih and nature in the 
latter part of the year, is a sister' of the dark Gunnar, 
and though now married tb the bright Sigurd, she 
belongs herself to the nebulous regions. Gunnar, who 
has forced Sigurd to yield him Brynhdld, is now 
planning the death of his kinsman, because Brynhild 
has discovered in Sigurd her former lover, and must 
have her revenge. Hogni dissuades his brother 
Gunnar from* the murder ; but at last the third 
brother Ilbdr, stabs Sigurd while he is asleep at the 
winter solstice. Brynhild has alwkys loved him, and 
when her hero is killed she distributes the treasure, 
and is burnt, like Nanna, on the same pile with 
Sigurd, a sword being placed between the two lovers. 
Gudrun also bewails the death of her husband, but 
she forgets him, and marries Atli, the brother of 
Brynhild. Atli now claims the treasure from Gun¬ 
nar and Hogni, by right of his wife, and when they 
refuse to give it up, he invites them to his house, and, 
makes them prisoners. Gunnar still refuses to reveal 
the spot where the treasure is buried till he see the 
heart of Hogni, his brother. A heart is brought him, 
but it quivers, and he says, ‘ This is not the heart of 
my brother.’ The real heart of Hogni is brought at 
last, and Gunnar says, ‘ Now I alone know where the 
treasure lies, and the Rhine shall rather have it than 
I will give it up to thee.’ He is then bound by Atli, 
and thrown among serpents. But even the serpents 
he charms by playing on the harp with his teeth, till 
at last one viper crawls up to him, and kills him. 

VOL. II. I 
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How much has this mythe been changed, wh^.we 
find it again in the poem of the Nibelunge as it was 
written down at tiie end of the twelfth centuiy in Ger¬ 
many! Ail the heroes are Chnstians, and have been 
mixed np with historical persons of the fourth, fifth 
and sixth centuries, Gunther, is localized in Bur¬ 
gundy, where we know that, in 435, a Gundicarius or 
Gundaharius happened to be a real king, the same 
who, according to Cas&iodorus, was vanquished first by 
Actius, and afterwards by the Huns of Attila. Hence 
Ath, the brother of Brynhild, and the second husband 
of Gudtun (or Kriemhilt), is identified with Attila, 
the king of the Huns (453); nay, even the brother of 
Attila, Bleda, is brought in as Blbdelin, the first who 
attacked the Burgundians, and was killed by Dank- 
wart. Other historical persons were drawn into the 
vortex of the popular stoiy, persons for whom there 
is no precedent at all in the Edda. Thus we find in 
the Nibelunge Dietrich von Bern, who is no other 
but Theodoric the Great (455-525), who conquered 
Odoacer in the battle of Ravenna (the famous Raben- 
schlacht), and lived at Verona, in German, Bern. Iren- 
fried, again, introduced in the poem as the Landgrave 
of Thuringia, has been discovered to be Hermanfried, 
the king of Thuiingia, married to Amalaberg, the 
niece of Theodoiic. The most extraordinary coin- 
ddence, however, is that by which Sigurd, the lover 
of Brynhild, has been identified with Siegbert, king 
of Austrasia fi:om 561 to 575, who was actually 
married to the famous Brunehault, who actually 
defeated the Huns, and was actually murdered under 
the most tragical circumstances by Fredegcmd, the 
mistress of his brother Chilperic. This coincidence 
between uaythe imd history is so great, that it has 



COMPABATIVE MYTBCOtOeT. 115 

indoced some euhemerKstic critics to derive the whole 
legend of the Nibelunge from Anstrasian history, and 
to make the murder of Siegbert by Brunehatdt the 
bdsis of the murder of Sifrit or Sigurd by Brjmhild. 
Fortunately, it is easier to answer these German than 
the old Greek eiihemerists, for we find in contem¬ 
porary history that Jomandes, who wrote his history 
at least twenty years before the death of the Austra- 
siati Siegbert, knew already the daughter of the 
mythic Sigui-d, Swanhild, who was bom, according to 
the Edda, after the murder of his father, and after¬ 
wards killed by Jdrmunrek, whom the poem has again 
historicised in Hermanricus, a Gothic king of the 
fourth century. 

Let us now apply to the Greek mythes what we 
have learned from the gradual growth of the German 
mythe. There are evidently historical facts round 
which the mythe of Herakles has crystallized, only we 
cannot substantiate them sO clearly as in the mythe 
of the Nibelunge, because we have there no con¬ 
temporaneous historical documents. Yet as the chief 
Herakles is represented as belonging to tlie royal 
lamily of Argos, there may have been a Herakles, 
perhaps the son of a king called Amphitiyo, whose 
descendants, after a temporary exile, reconquered that 
part of Greece which had formerly been under the 
sway of Herakles. The traditions of the miraculous 
birth, of many of his heroic adventures, and of liis 
death, were as little based on historical facts as the 
legends of Sifrit. In Herakles killing the Chimaera 
and similar monsters, we see the reflected image of 
the Delphian Apollo killing the worm, or of . Zeus, the 
god of the brilliant sky, with whom Herakles shares 
in common the names of Idaeos, Olymfaos, and Pan- 
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genetor. As the mjthe of Sigurd and Gunnar throws 
its last broken rays on the kings of Burgundy, and on 
AttMa and Theodoric, the mytheof the solar Herakles 
was realised in some semi-historical prince of Argos 
and Myken®. Herakles may have been .the name of 
the national god of the Heraklid®, and this would 
explain the enmity of HferA whose worship flourished 
in Argos befcare the Dorian immigration. What was 
formerly told of a god was transferred to Herakles, 
the leader of the Heraklid®, the worshippers or sons of 
Herakles, while, at the same time, many local and his¬ 
torical facts connected with the Heraklid® and their 
leaders may have been worked up with the mythe of 
the divine hero. The idea of Herakles being, as it 
were, the bond-servant of Eurystheus is of solar origin 
—^it is the idea of the sun fettered to his work, and 
toiling for men, his inferiors in strength and virtue 
Thus Sifrit is toiling for Gunther, and even Apollo b 
for one year the slave of Laomedon—pregnant ex¬ 
pressions, necessitated by the absence of more abstract 
verbs, and familiar even to modem poets; 

Ab aptly suits therewith that modest pace 
Submitted lo the chains 
Tliat bind thee to the path which God ordains 
That thou shouldst trace. 

The later growth of epic and tragical poetry may 
be Greek, or Indbn, or Teutonic; it may take the 
cliflerent colours of the different skies, the different 

W The PeruTian inca, Yupanqui, denied the pretension of the sun 
to be the doer of all things, for if he were live, he would go and 
Tiat other parts of the heavens where he had never been. He is, 
said Ihe Inca, like a tied beast who goes ever round and round in the 
same track. * Garoilaso de la Vega,’ part I. viii. 8. Acosta, ‘ Hiato- 
ria del Nuevo Orbc,’ cap. v. Tylor, * Early History of Mankind,’ p. 
M3. Britton, * Myths of ie New World,’ p. 55. 
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wannth of the different climes; nay, it may attract and 
absorb much that is accidental aind historical. But if 
we cut into it and analyse it, the blood that runs 
through all the ancient poetry is the same blood; it 
is the ancient mythical speech. The atmosphere in 
which the early poetry of the Aryans grew up was 
mythological, it was impregnated with something 
that could not be resisted by those who breathed in 
it. It was like the siren voice of the modern rhyme, 
which has suggested so many common ideas to poets 
writing in a common language. 

We know what Greek and Teutonic poets have 
made of their epic heroes; let us see now whether the 
swarthy Hindu has been able to throw an equally 
l)eautiful haze around the names of his mythical 
traditions. 

The story of the loves of Purhravas and Urvasi 
has frequently been,told by Hindu poets. We find 
it in their epic poems, in their Pura,was, and in the 
Brihat-kathft, the ‘ Great Story,’ a collection of the 
popular legends of India. It has suffered many 
changes, yet even in Kalidasa’s®* play, of which I 
shall give a short abstract, we recognise the distant 
background, and we may admire the skill with which 
this poet has breathed new life and human feeling into 
the withered names of a language long forgotten. 

The first act opens with a scene in the Himalaya 
mountains. The nymphs of heaven, on returning 
from an assembly of the, gods, have been attacked, 
and are mourning over the loss of Urvasi, who has 

** Professor Wilson has given the first and really beautiful transla¬ 
tion of this play in bis ‘ Hindu Theatre.’ The original was published 
first at Calcutta, and has since been reprinted sevend times. The 
be^ edition is that published by Professor Bollensen. 




u« CQjtefcyiAronB MTTBrotoQr. 

‘ been earned by a demon. King Purtoavas enters 
on ^8 eli|srio^ and on hearing the cause of their grief, 
hastens^tb the resme of the nymph. He soon returns, 
after hariig; vanquished the robber, and restores 
Urvasi, to her heavenly companions. But while he is 
carrying liie nymph back ior her friends in his chariot, 
he falls in love with her and she with him. He 
describes how he saw her slowly recovering from her 
terror: 

She recovers, tliough but faintly. 

So gently steals the moon upon the night, 

Retiring tardily; so peeps the flame 

Of coining fires through smoky -wreathf*; and thus 

The Ganges slowly clears her troubled wave, 

Engulphs the ruin that the crumbling bank 
Has hurled across her agitated course, 

And flows a clear and stately stream again. 

When they part, Urvasi wishes to turn round once 
more to see Purhravas. She pretends that ‘ a strag¬ 
gling vine has caught her garland,’ and, while feigning 
to disengage herself, she calls one of her friends to 
help her. Her friend replies, , 

. No easy task, I fear; you* seem ei^ngled- 
Too fast to be set free : but, come What may. 

Depend upon my friendship. 

The eye of the king then meets that of Urt'asi, and 
he exclaims, 

A thousand thanks, dear plant, to whose kind aid 
I owe another instant, and behold 
But for a moment, and imperfectly. 

Those half-averted charms. • 

In the second act we meet the king at Allahabad, 
his residence. He walks in the garden of the palace, 
accompanied by a Brahman, who acts the part of the 
gi^ioso in the Indian drama. He is the confidential 
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companion of the king, and knoWs his love for Urvas!* 
But he is so afraid of betraying vh4t must'Remain a 
secret to everybody at court, and in particular to due 
queen, that he hides himself in a retilfld temple. 
There a female servant of the queen discovers him, 
and ‘ as a secret can no mqre rest in his breast than 
rooming dew upon the grass,’ she soon finds out from _ 
him why the king is so changed since his return from* 
the battle with the demon, and carries the tale to 
the queen. In the meantime, the king is in despair, 
and pours out his grief—. 

Like one contending with the stream, 

And still borne backwards by the current’s force. 

But TJrvasi also is sigliing for Purfiravas, and we sud¬ 
denly see her, with her friend, descendii^!^ through the 
air to meet the king. Both are at first invisible to 
him, and listen to the confession of his love. Then 
Urvasi writes a verse on a birch-leaf, and lets it fall 
near the bower where her beloved reclines. Next, 
her friend becomes visible; and, at last, Urvasi her¬ 
self is introduced to the king. After a few moments, 
however, both Urvasi and her friend are called back 
by a messenger of the gods, and Purfiravas is left 
alone with his jester. He looks for the leaf on which 
Urvasi had firet disclosed her love, but it is lost, car¬ 
ried away by the wind: 

Breeze of the Roiith, the friend of love and spring, 

Though from the flower you steal the fragrant down 
To scatter perftime, yet why plunder me 
Of these dear characters, her own fiiir hand. 

In proof of her affection, traced 7 Thou knowest. 

The lonely lover that in absence pines. 

Lives on such fond memorials. 

But worse than this, the leaf is picked up by the 
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queen, who comes to look for the king in the garden.. 
There is a scene of matrimonial upbraiding, and, after 
a whde, her majesty goes off in a hurry, like a river in 
the rainy season. The king is doubly miserable, for 
though he loves Uiwasi, he acknowledges a respectful 
deference for his queen. At last he retires: 

"Tis past midday, exhausted by the heat, 

The peacock plunges in the scanty pool 
That feeds the tall tree’s root: the drowsy bee 
Sleeps in the hollow chamber of the lotus. 

Darkened with closing petals; on the brink 
Of the now tepid lake the wild duck lurks 
Amongst the sedgy shades; and, even here. 

The parrot ftcon his wiry bower complains. 

And calls for water to allay his thirst. 

At the beginning of the third act we are first in¬ 
formed of what befel Urvasi, when she was recalled 
to Indra’s heaven. She had to act before Indra—^lier 
part was that of the goddess of beauty, who selects 
Vishnu for her husband. One of the names of Vishnu 
is Purushottama, and poor Urvasi, when called upon 
to confess whom she loves, forgetting the part she has 
to act, says, ‘I love Puriiravas,’ instead of ‘I love 
Purushottama.’ The author of the play was so much 
exasperated by this mistake, that he pronounced a 
curse upon Urvasi, that she should lose her divine 
knowledge. , But when the performance was over, 
Indra observing her as she stood apart, ashamed and 
disconsolate, called her. The mortal who engrossed 
her thoughts, he said, had been his friend in the 
hours <ff peril; he had aided him in conflict with 
the enemies of the gods, and was entitled to his 
acknowledgments. She inust, Accordingly,, repair to 
the monarch, and remain with him ‘ till he l^holds 
the ofi^iing she shall hear him.’ 
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A second scene opens, in the garden of the palace. 
The king has been engaged in the business of the 
state, and retires as the evening approaches: 

So ends tbe day, the anxious cares of state 
Have left no interval for private sorrow. 

But how to pass tie night 7 its dreary length 

Affords no promise of relief. ■ ' 

A messenger arrives from the queen, apprismg his 
majesty that she desires to see him on the terrace 
of the pavilion. The king obeys—and ascends the 
crystal steps while the moon is just about to rise, and 
the east is tinged with red. 

King .—’TU even so ; illumined by the rays 

Of his yet unseen orb, the evening gloom 
On either hand rfetires, and in the midst 
The horizon glows, like a feir face that smiles 
Betwixt the jetty curls on either brow 
In clusters pendulous. 1 could gaze for ever. 

As he is waiting for the queen, his desire for Urvasi 
is awakened again: ■ 

In truth, my fond desire 
Becomes more fervid as enjoyment seems 
Remote, and fresh impediments obstruct 
My happiness—like an impetuous torrent, 

That, checked by adverse rocks, awhile delays 
Its course, till high with chafing waters swollen 
It rushes past with aggravated fury. s 

As spreads the moon its lustre, so my love 
Grows with advancing night 

On a sudden Urvasi enters on a heavenly car, accom¬ 
panied by her friend. They are invisible again, and 
listen to the king; hut the moment that Urvasi 
is about to withdraw her veil, the queen appears. 
She is dressed in white, without any ornaments; and 
comes to propitiate her husband, by t^ng a vow. 
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Eing .—In trntli she pleases me. Thtis chastely robed 
In dtedestiwhite, herflustering tresses decked 
With sacred flowers alone, her haughty mien 
Exchanged for meek devotion,—thus arrayed 
She moves with heightened charms. 

Queen .—My gracious lord, I would perform a rite. 

Of which you are the object, and must beg you 
Bear with the inconvenience that my presence 
May for brief time occasion you. 

Eing .—^You do me wrong; your presence is a favour, 

.... Yet trust me, it is needless 
To wear this tender form, as slight and delicate 
As the lithe Idtns stem, with rude austerity. 

In me behold your slave, whom to propitiate 
Claims not your care,—^your favour is his happiness. 

Queen .—^Not vain my vow, since it already wins me 
My lord’s complacent speech. 

Then the queen performs her solemn vow; she 
calls upon the god of the moon— 

Hear, and attest 

The sacred promise that I make my husband 1 
Whatever nymph attract my lord’s regard. 

And share with him the mutual bonds of love, 

I henceforth treat with kindness and complacency. 

The Brahman (the confidential friend of the king), 
apart to Purfiravas—The culprit that escapes before 
his hand is cut off determines never to run such a 
risk again. (Aloud.) What then; is his majesty 
indifferent to your grace? 

Queen.—Wise sir, how think you,—to promote his happiness 
I have resigned my own. Does such a purpose 
’ Prove him no longer dear to me 1 

jEV»^.-J‘am not what yon doubt me; but the power 
Abides with you: do with me as you will, 
tjive me to whom you please, or if you please, 

Ketarn me still your slave. 
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Qween.—Be w)mt you list; 

My vow is plighted—^nor" in vam the rite, ' 

If it afibrd you satis&ction. Come 
Henoe, girls; ’tia time we take our leave. 

King .—Not so : 

So soon to leave me is no mark of favour. 

Queen .—You must excuse me; I may not forego 
The duties I have solemnly incurred. 

It docs not bring out the character of the king 
under a very favourable light, that this scene of 
matrimonial reconciliation, when the queen acts a 
part which we should hardly expect on an Oriental 
stage, should be followed immediately by the appa¬ 
rition of Urvari. She has been present, though 
invisible, during the preceding conversation between 
him and his queen, and she now advances behind 
the king, and covers his eyes with her hands. 

It must be Urvasi (the king says); 

No other hand could shed such ecstasy 
Through this emaciate frame. The solar ray 
Wakes not the night’s fair blossom; that alone 
Expands when conscious of the moon’s dear presence*®. 

Urvasi takes the resignation of the queen in good 
earnest, and claims the king as granted her by right. 
Her friend takes leave, and she now remains with 
Purhravas as his beloved wife. 

Urvcm _I lament 

I caused my lord to suffer pain so long. 

** This refers to a very well-known legend. There is one lotus 
which expands its flower at the approach of the sun and closes them 
during night; while another, the beloved of the moon, expands them 
during night and closes them during day-time. We have a similar 
mythe of the daisy, the Anglo-Saxon dieges e4ge, day’s eye, 
Wordsworth’s darling. 
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King. —^Nay, say not so! The joy that follows grief 
Gains richer zest fromdigony foregone. 

The traveller who, faint, pursues his track 
In the fierce day alone can teU how sweet 
The grateful shelter of the fiiendly tree. 

The next act is the gem of the whole play, 
though it is very difficult to imagine how it was 
performed without a mise en schne such as our 
modem theatres would hardly be able to afford. It 
is a melo-dramatic intermezzo, very different in style 
from the rest of the play. It is all in poetry, and 
in the most perfect and highly elaborate metres. 
Besides, it is not written in Sanskrit, but iii Prfi.krit, 
the lingua vulgaris of India, poorer in form, but 
more melodious in sound than Sanskrit. Some of 
the verses are like airs to be perfoimed by a chorus, 
but the stage directions which are given in the MSS. 
are so technical as to make their exact interpretation 
extremely difficult. 

We first have a chorus of nymphs, deploring the 
fate of Urvasi. She had been living with the king 
in the groves of a forest, in undisturbed happiness. 

Whilst wandering pleasantly along the brink 
Of the MandSkini, a nymph of air. 

Who gambolled on its sandy shore, attracted 
The monarch’s momentary glance,—and this 
Aroused the jealous wrath of Urvasi. 

Thus incensed 

She heedlessly foigot the law that bars 
All female access from the hateful groves 
OfKArtikeya. Trespassing the bounds 
Proscribed, she suffers now the penalty 
Of her tran^ession, and, to a slender vine 
XVaasfonned, there pines till time shall set her free. 

Mournful strains are heard in the air— 



compahative mythoeogt. 123 

Soft voices low sound in the sky, 

Where the nymphs a «iinpanioB‘deplore 

And lament, as together they fly, 

The friend they encounter no more. 

So sad and melodious awakes 

The -plaint of the swan o’er the stream 

When the red lotus blossoms, as breaks 
On the wave the day’s orient beam. 

Amidst the lake where the lotus, shining. 

Its flowers unfold to the sunny beam. 

The swan, for her lost companion pining, 

Swims sad and slow o’er the lonely stream. 

The king now enters, his features expressing in¬ 
sanity—his dress disordered. The scene represents 
a wild forest, clouds gathering overhead, elephants, 
deer, peacocks, and swans are seen. Here are rocks 
and waterfalls, lightning and rain. The king first 
rushes frantically after a cloud which he mistakes 
for a demon that carried away his bride. 

Hold, treacherous friend; suspend thy flight—forbear: 

Ah ! whither wouldst thou bear my beauteous bride ? 

And now his arrows sting me; thick as hail, 

From yonder peak, whose sharp top pierces heaven, 

They sliower upon me. 

IJSushes forward as to the attack, then pauses, and 
looks upwards.] 

It is no demon, but a friendly cloud,— 

No hostile quiver, but the bow of Indra; 

The cooling rain-drops fall, not barbed shafts,— 

And I mistake the lightning for my love. 

These raving strains are interrupted by airs, be¬ 
wailing the fate of the separated lovers; but it is 
impossible to give an idea of the real beauty of the 
whole, without much fuller extracts than we are able 
to give. The following passages may suffice: 
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Ah me 1 whateTer I behold but aggravates 
My woe. These bright tod pendulous flowers, 

Surchaiged with dew, resemble those dear eyes, 

Glistening with starting tears. How shall I learn 
If she have passed this way ? 

He addresses various birds, and asks them whether 
they have seen his love,—the peacock, ‘ the bird of 
the dark blue throat and eye of jet,’—the cuckoo, 
‘ whom lovers deem Ijove’s messenger,’—the swans, 
‘ who are sailing northward, and whose elegant gait 
betrays that they have seen her,’—the Aakravhka, 

‘ a bird who, during the night, is himself separated 
from his mate,’—i^but none give answer. Neither he, 
nor the bees who murmur amidst the petals of the 
lotus, nor the royal elephant, that reclines with his 
mate under the kadamba tree, has seen the lost one. 

King. —From his companion he accepts the bough, 

Her trunk has snapped from the balm-breatliing tree— 

How rich with teeming shoots and juicy iragrance. 

He crushes it 

Beep on the mountain’s breast, 

A yawning chasm appears—such shades are ever 
Haunts of the nymphs of air and earth. Perchance, 

My Urvasi now lurks within tlie grotto. 

In cool seclusion. I W'ill enter_All 

Is utter darkness. Would the lightning’s flash 
Now blaze to guide me— No, the cloud disdains— 

Such is my fate perverse—to slied for me 
Its many-channelled radiance. Be it so, 

1 will retire—but first the rook address. 

Air. 

With homy hoofe and a resolute breast. 

The boar, through the thicket stalks; 

He ploughs up the ground, as he plieahis quest 
In the forest’s gloomiest walks. 

Say, mouBtain, whose expansive slope confines 
The farest verge,—oh tell me, hast thou seen 
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A nymph, as beauteous as the bride of love, 

Mounting, with slender ftame, thy steep ascent, 

Or, wearied, resting in thy crowning woods ? 

How ! no reply? remote, he hears me not,— 

I will approach him nearer. 

Air. 

From the crystal summits the glistening springs 
Eusli down the flowery sides, 

And tlie spirit of heaven delightedly singSj 
As among the peaks he hides. 

Say, mountain so favoured,—have the feet 
Of my fair one pressed tliis calm retreat ? 

Now, by my hopes, he answers ! He has seen her: 

Where is she 7—say. Alas! again deceived. 

Alone I hear the echo of ray words. 

As round the cavern’s hollow mouth they roll. 

And multiplied return. Ah, Urvasi! 

Fatigue has overcome me. I will re.st 
Upon the borders of tliis mountain torrent. 

And gather vigour fivim die breeze that gleans 
Refreshing coolness from its gelid waves. 

Whilst gazing on the stream whose new swoln waters 
Yet turbid flow, what strange imaginings 
P 0 BSC.SS my soul, and fill it with delight. 

The rippling ware is like her arching brow; 

The fluttering line of storks, her timid tongue; 

The foamy spray, her white loose floating robe; 

And this meandering course the current tracks, 

Her tmdulating gait. All these recall 

My soon- oliendcd love. I must appease her .... 

rU back to where my lov6 first disappeared. 

Yonder the black deer couchant lies; 'of him 
I will inquire. Oh, antelope, behold .... 

How! he averts his gaze, as if disdaining 
To hear my suit 1 Ah no, he, anxious, marks 
His doe approach him; tardily the comes,, 

Her frolic fawn impeding her advance. 

At last the king j&nds a gem, of ruddy radiance; 
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it is the gem of union, which, by its mighty spell, 
should restore Urvad to her lover. He holds it in 
his hands, and embraces the vine,, which is now 
transformed into Urvasi. The gem is placed on 
Urvasi’s forehead, and the king and his heavenly 
queen return to Allahabad. 

Yonder olond 

Shall be onr downy car, to waft us swift 

• And lightly on our way; the lightning’s wave 

ItB glittering banners; and the bow of Indra (the rainbow) 
Hangs as its over-arching canopy 
Of variegated and resplendent hues. 

[£xeuni on the dmid. ATimic.] 

The fifth and last act begins with an pnlucky 
* incident. A hawk has boime away the ruby of re¬ 
union. Orders are seat to shoot the thief, and, after 
a short pause, a forester brings the jewel and the 
arrow by which the hawk was killed. An inscrip¬ 
tion is discovered on the shaft, which states that it 
belonged to Ayus, the son of Urvasi and Purfiravas. 
The king is not aware that Urv’asi has ever borne 
him a Son; but while he is still wondering, a female 
ascetic enters, leading a boy with a bow in his hand. 
It is Ayus, the son of Urvasi, whom his mother 
confided to the pious Ayavana, who educated him in 
the forest, and now sends him back to his mother. 
The king soon recognises Ayus as his son. Urvaa 
also comes to embrace him: 

Her gaze iufeat 

Is fixed upon hini, and her heaving bosom 
•» Has rent its veiling scarf. 

But why has she concealed the birth of this child? 
and why is she now suddenly bursting intOj tears ? 
She telte the king herself. 
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When for your love I gladly leflr the oourtg 

Oi heaven, the monarch thus declared his wfll: 

‘ Go, and be happy with the prince, my friend; 

But when he views the son that thou shalt bear him, 

Then hitherward direct thy prompt return.’ .... 

The fated term expires, and to console 
His father for my loss, he is restored. 

I may no longer tarry. 

King. —^The tree that languished in the summer’s blaze 
Puts forth, reviving, as young rain descends. 

Its leafy shoots, when lo} the lightning bur^ 

Fierce on its top, and fells it to the ground. 

Urvan .—But what remains for me ? my ta^ on earth 

Fulfilled. Once gone, the , king will soon forget me. 

King. —Dearest, not so. It is no grateful task 

To tear our memory- from those we love. , 

But we must bow to power supreme: do you 
Obey yoinr lord: for me, I will re-sign ’ 

My throne to this my son, and with the deer 
Will henceforth mourn amidst the lonely woods. 

Preparations are made for the inauguration of the 
young king, when a new deus ex machina appears 
—Narada, the messenger of Indra. 

Messenger.— your days be many! King, attend: 

The mighty Indra, to whom all is knswn, 

By me thus intimates his high commands. 

Forego your purpose of ascetic sorrow, 

And Urvast shall be through life united 
With thee in holy bonds. ' 

After this all concludes happily. Nymphs descend 
from heaven with a golden vase containing the water 
of the heavenly Ganges, a throne, ^d other para¬ 
phernalia, which they arrange. The prince is in¬ 
augurated as partner of the empire, and all go 
together to pay their homage to the queen, who had 
VOL. n. . K 
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SO gena*o«d}' resigned Her rights in &vour of Urva«i, 
the heavenly nymph. , 

, Here, then, we have the, full flower whose stem 
we trace through the Pur4nas and the Mahfi.!)hSxata 
to the BrS.hmaraas and the Veda, while, the seed lies 
buried deep in that fertile stratum of language from 
which all the Aryan dialects draw their strength and 
nourishment. Mr. Carlyle had seen deep into the 
very heart of mythology when he said, ‘ Thus, 
though tradition may have but one root, it grows, 
like a banian, into a whole over-arching labyrinth of 
trees.’ The root of all the stories of Purhiuvas and 
Urvasi, were short proverbial expressions, of which 
ancient dialects are so fond. Thus—‘tJrvari loves 
Purhravas,’ meant ‘ the sun rises;’ ‘ Ui’vasi sees Purh- 
ravas naked,’ meant ‘the dawn is gone;’ Urvasi 
finds Purfiravas again,’ meant ‘the sun is setting.’ 
The names of Purfiravas and Urvasi are of Indian 
growth, and we cannot expect to find them identi¬ 
cally the same in other Arj-an dialects. But the 
same ideas ■ pei’vade the mythological language of 
Greece. There one of the many names of the dawn 
was Eurydike (p. 102). The name of her husband is, 
like many Grtek words, inexplicable, but Orpheus is 
the same Word as the Sanskrit /ribhu or Arbhu, 
which, though it is best known as the name of the 
three .fiibhus, was used in the Veda as an epithet of 
Indra, and a name of the sun. The old story then, 
was this: ‘Eurydike is bitten^by a serpent (i.e. by 
the night), she dies, and descends into the lower 
regions. Orpheus follows her, and obtains from the 
gods that his wife should follow him if he promised 
not to look back. Orpheus promises,—ascends from 
the dark world below; Eury dike is behind him as 
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he rises, but, drawn by doubt or by love, he looks 
round;—^the first ray of the sun glances at the dawn, 
—and the dawn fades away.’ There may have been 
an old poet of the name of Orpheus,—for old poets 
delight in solar names; but, whether he existed or 
not, certain it is, that the story of Orpheus md 
Eurydike was neither borrowed from a real event, 
nor invented without provocation. In India also, 
the mythe of the TZibhus has taken a local and 
historical colouring by a mere similarity of names. 
A man, or a tribe of the name of Bribu (Rv. VI. 
45, 31-33)®^, was admitted into the Brahmanic com¬ 
munity. They were carpenters, and had evidently 
rendered material assistance to the family of a Vedic 
chief, BharadvSya. As they had no Vaidik gods, the 
iZibhus were made over to them, and many things 
were ascribed to these gods which originally applied 
only to the mortal Bribus. These historical realities 
will never yield to a mythological analysis, w^hile the 
truly mythological answers at once if we only know 
how to test it. There is a grammar by which that 
ancient dialect can be retranslated into* the common 
language of the Aryans. 

I must come to a close; but it is difficult to leave 
a subject in which, as in an arch, each stone by itself 
threatens to fall, while the whole arch would stand 
the strongest pressure. One mythe more.—We have 
seen How the sun and the dawn have suggested 
so many expressions-of love, that we may well ask, 
did the Aryan nations, previous to their separation, 
know the most ancient of the gods, the god of love? 

This explaiiiB the passage in Manu X. 107, and sliows how it 
ought to be corrected. 
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WaB Eros known at that distant period of awaken¬ 
ing history, and what was meant by the name by 
which the Aryans called him? The common etymo¬ 
logy derives Eros from a Sanskrit root, vri or var, 
which means to choose, to select. 

Now, if the name of love had first been coined in 
our ball-rooms, such an etymology might be defen¬ 
sible, but surely the idea of weighing, comparing, 
and prudently choosing could not have struck a 
strong and genuine heart as the most prominent 
feature of love. Let us imagine, as well as we can, 
the healthy and strong feelings of a youthful race 
of men, free to follow the call of their hearts,— 
unfettered by the rujes and prejudices of a refined 
society, and controlled only by those laws which 
nature and the" graces have engraved on every 
human heart. Let us imagine such hearts suddenly 
lighted up by love,—by a feeling of which they 
knew not either whence it came and whither it 
would carry them; an impulse they did not even 
know how to name. If they wanted a name for it, 
where could they look? Was not love to them like 
an awakening from sleep? Was it not like a mom 
radiating with heavenly splendour over their souls, 
pervading their hearts with a glowing warmth, 
purifying their whole being like a fresh breeze, and 
illuminating the whole world around them with a 
new light? If it was so, there was but one name by 
which they could express love,—there was but one 
similitude for the roseate bloom that betrays the 
dawn of love—it was the blush of the day, the 
rising of the sun. ‘The sun has risen,’ they said, 
where we say, ‘ I love‘ the sun has set,’ they said, 
where we say, ‘ I have loved.’ 
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And this, which we might have guessed, if we 
could but throw off the fetters of our own language, 
is folly confirmed by an ajialysis of ancient speech. 
The name of the dawn in Sanskrit is ushas, the 
. Greek "Ewg, both feminine. But the Veda knows also 
a masculine dawn, or rather a dawning sun (Agni 
aushasya, 'EtSos,), and in this sense Ushas might be 
supposed to have taken in Greek the form of ’'Epwc. 
S is frequently changed into r. In Sanskrit it is a 
general rule that s followed by a media becomes r. 
In Greek we have the Lakonic forms in op instead of 
OS (Ahrens, ‘ U. D.’ § 8); in Latin, an r between two 
vowels often exists in ancient inscriptions under the 
more original form of s (asa=ara). The veiy word 
ushas has in Latin taken the form of aurora, which 
is derived from an intermediate auros, auroris, like 
flora, from flos, floris. 

But, however plausible such analogies may seem, 
it is only throwing dust in our eyes if comparative 
philologists imagine they can establish in this man¬ 
ner the transition of a Sanskrit sh into a Greek r. 
No, whatever analogies other dialects may exhibit, 
no Sanskrit sh between two vowels has ever as yet 
been proved to be represented by a Greek r. There¬ 
fore Eros cannot be Ushas. 

And yet the name of Eros was originally that of 
the dawning sun. The sun in the Veda is frequently 
called the runner, the quick racer, or simply the horse, 
while in the more humanized mythology of Greece, 
and also in many parts of the Veda, he is represented 
as standing bn his cart, which in the Veda is drawn 
by two, seven, or ten horses, while in Greek we also 
have the quadriga: 

"Apfiara fttv rdSt Xafiirpa TtOpbrieuv 

*UX(oc flSij Xd/i7r£i Kara y^y. 
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These horses are called haritas; they are always 
feminine. They are called bhadr^s, happy or joy¬ 
ful (I. 115, 3); litres, many-coloui’ed (I. 115, 3); 
ghrit^iis and ghritasn^s, bathed in dew (IV. 6, 
9); Bvan^as, with beautiful steps; vitaprisht/t4s, 
with lovely backs (V. 45, 10). Thus we read: 

Rv. IX. 63, 9. ‘ The Sun has yoked the ten Harits 
for his journey.’ 

Rv. I. 50, 8. ‘The seven Harits bring thee, 0 
bright Sun, on thy cart.’ 

Rv. IV. 13, 3. ‘ The seven Harits bring him, the 
Sun, the spy of the world.’ 

In other passages, hoAvever, they take a more 
human form, and as the Dawn which is sometimes 
called simply asv4, the mare, is well known by the 
name of the sister, these Harits also are called the 
Seven Sisters (VII. 66,15); and in one passage (IX. 
86, 37) they appear as ‘the Harits with beautiful 
wings.’ After this I need hardly say that we have 
here the prototype of the Grecian ‘ Charites®*.’ 

I should like to follow the track which this recog¬ 
nition . of the Charites, as the Sanskrit Haritas, 
opens to comparative mythology; but I must return 
to Eros, in whose company they so frequently 
appear. If, according to the laws which regulate 
the metamorphosis of common Aryan words adopted 
in Greek or Sanskrit, we try to transliterate spws into 
Sanskrit, we find that its derivative suffix mg, mrog is 
the same as the termination of the participle of the 
perfect. This termination is commonly represented 
in Sanskrit by vas, nom. masc. v4n, fem. ushi, neut. 

” This point has been more fully diHcussed in the Second Series 
of my ‘Lectures on the Science of Language,'* p. 368. 
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vat, and this, though very different grammatically, 
may etymologically be considered as a modified form 
of the originally possessive suffix vat, nom. masc, 
v&n, fem. vati, neut. vat. There being no short e in 
Sanskrit, and a Greek p corresponding to a Sanskrit 
r, efxvg, sfiwTos, if it existed at all in Sanskrit, would 
have had the form of ar-vas, nom. arydn, gen. ar- 
ushas. Now it is true that we do not find in 
Sanskrit dr-vfl,n, gen. dr-ushas, with any meaning 
that approaches the Greek epmg. But we find dr-vat, 
gen. dr-vatas, which in the later Sanskrit means 
a horse, and which in the Veda has retained traces 
of its radical power, and still displays the sense of 
quick, running, vehement. This very word is applied 
to the Sun, so that in some passages it stands as 
the name of the Sun, while in others it is used as a 
substantive, meaning horse or rider. Thus, through 
the irresistible influence of the synonymous character 
of ancient language, and without any poetical effort 
on the part of the speaker, those who spoke of the 
sun as arvat, spoke and thought at the same time of 
a horse or rider. The word arvat, though intended 
only to express the rapid sun, set other ideas vibrat¬ 
ing which gradually changed the sun into a horse or 
a horseman. Arvat means simply horse in passages 
like I. 91, 20: 

‘ The god Soma gives us the cow; Soma gives us 
the quick horse; Soma gives a strong son.’ 

It means horseman or runner, Rv. I. 152, 5: 

‘ The •rider is born without a horse, without a 
bridle.’ . 

The rider who is meant here is the rising sun, and 
there is a whole hymn addressed to the sun. as a 
horse. Nay, the growth of language and thought 
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SO quick that in the Veda the my the turns, so to 
speak, back upon itself; and-one of the poets (I. 163, 
2) praises the bright Vasus, because ‘out of the sun 
they have wrought a horse.’ Thus drvat becomes 
by itself, without any adjective or explanation, the 
name for sun, like shrya, aditya, or any other of 
his old titles. Rv. I. 163, 3, the poet tells the sun, 
‘ Thou, 0 Arvat (horse), art Aditya ’ (the sun); and 
(VI. 12, 6), Agni, or the fire of the sun, is invoked by 
the same name: ‘ Thou, 0 Arvat, keep us from evil 
report! 0 Agni, lighted with all the fires! thou 
givest treasures, thou sendest away all evils; let us 
live happy for hundred winters; let us have good 
ofispring.’ 

Before we can show how the threads of this name 
of the sun in India enter into the first woof of the 
god of love in Greece, we have still to observe that 
sometimes the horses, i.e. the rays of the sun, are 
called not only haritas, but rohitas (or rdhit&s) 
and drushis (or arush&'s). Kv. I. 14, 12: ‘Yoke 
the A'rushis. to thy cart, 0 bright Agni! the Hants, 
theRohits! with them bring the gods to us!’ These 
names may have been originally mere adjectives, 
meaning red, bright, or brown®*, but they soon grew 
into names of certain animals belonging to certain 
gods, according to their different colour and character. 
Thus we read: 

Rv. II. 10, 2. ‘ Hear thou, the brilliant Agni, my 
prayer; whether the two black horses (sy4v4') bring 

Poi chfe I’altro mattin lalbella Aurora 

L’aer seren ft bianco e rosgo egiallo.—Ariosto, zxiii. 52. 

Si che le biancbe e le vermiglie goance,* 
lA dove io era, delia beila Aurora, 

Per troppa etate diTemvan ranee.—^Dante, ‘ Purgatorio,’ iL 7- 
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thy cart, or the two ruddy (rdhitft), or the two 
red horses (arushd).’ ' 

And again; 

Rv. VII. 42, 2. ‘ Yoke the Hants and the Rohits, 
or the ArushAs which are in thy stable.’ 

A'rushi, by itself, is also used for cow; for instance, 
VIII. 55, 3, where a poet says that he has received 
four hundred cows (arushin&m k&txih - satm). 
These arushis, or bright cows, belong more parti¬ 
cularly to the Dawn, and instead of saying ‘ the day 
dawns,’ the old poets of the Veda say frequently, 
‘the bright cows return’ (Rv. I. 92, 1). We found 
that the Harits were sometimes changed into seven 
sisters, and thus the A'rushis also, originally the bright 
cows, underwent the same metamorphosis: 

Rv. X. 5, 5‘. ‘ He brought the Seven Sisters, the 
Arushis (the bright cows):’ or (X. 8, 3), ‘ When the 
sun flew up, the A'rushis refi'eshed their bodies in 
the water.’ 

Sanskrit scholars? need hardly be told that this 
Arushi is in reality the feminine of a form Arvas, 
nom. ArvAn, gen. Arushas, while Arvati is the femi¬ 
nine of Ar-vat, nom. ArvA, gen. Arvata's. As vid- 
vA'n, knowing, forms its feminine vidAshi (Iiikit- 
vA'n, iikitiishi), so ArVA(n) leads to Arushi, a 
form which fully explains the formation of the femi¬ 
nine of the past participle in Greek, 'rhis may be 
shown by the following equation:—^vidvA'n : vidA- 
shi=siSttt 5 : ulxila. This feminine Arushi is im¬ 
portant for our purpose, because it throws new light 
on the formation of another word, viz. a rush A, a mas¬ 
culine, meting bright or red, and in the Veda a fre¬ 
quent epithet of the sun. ArushA, gen. Asya, fol¬ 
lows the weak declension, and Arushi is by Sanskrit 
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grammarians considered as the regular feminine of 
arush^. Arushd, as compared with the participial 
form ar-vas, is formed like Stdteropog, oo, instead of 
BidxTwp, opog', like Latin vasum, i, instead of vas, 
vasis; like Pr&krit Aarariteshu, instead of karatsu; 
like Modern Greek ij viitcra, instead of ■») 

This arushd, as applied in the Veda to blight and 
solar deities, brings us as near to the Greek Eros as 
we can expect. It is Used in the sense of bright: 

Rv. VII. 75, 6. ‘The red bright horses are seen 
bringing to us the brilliant Dawn.’ 

The horses®® of Indra, of Agni, of Brihaspati, as 
quick as the wind, and as bright as suns, who lick 
the udder of the dark cow, the night, are called 
arushd; the smoke which rises from the burning 
sun at daybreak, the limbs of the sun With which he 
climbs the sky, the thunderbolt which Indra throws, 
the fire which is seen by day and by night, all are 
called arushd. ‘ He who fills heaven and earth with 
light, who runs across the darkness along the sky, 
who is seen among the black cows of the night,’ he is 
called arushd or the bright hero ^rushd vrishd). 

But this bright solar he#b, whether Agni®^ or 
Sfirya, is in the Veda, as in Greek mythology, repre¬ 
sented as a child. 

Rv. III. 1,4. ‘ The Seven Sisters have nursed him, 
the joyful, the white one, as he was bom, the red one 

‘ Arusha, si voisin d'Aruna (cooher du soleil), et d’Arus (le 
aoleil), se retrouve en Zend sous la forme d’Aorusha (dont Anquetil 
felt Eoroah, I’oiseau), les chevaux qui trainent Seroeh.’—Burnou^ 
Bhagavata-PuruRa, p. LXXIX. 

How tiie god K&ma was grafted on Akni, may be seen from 
later passages in the Atharra-veda, the Taittirtya-sanhifA, and some 
of the Gribya-sfttras.—‘ Indiache Studien,’ vol. v. pp, 224-226. 
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(Arusha), by growth; the horses came as to a foal 
that is bom; the gods brought up Agni when he 
was bom.’ 

Arusha is applied to the young sun in the Veda; 
the sun who drives away the dark night, and sends 
his first ray to awaken the world: 

Rv.VlI. 71,1. ‘Night goes away from her sister, the 
Dawn; the dark one opens the path for Arusha.’ 

Though in some of his names there is an uninten¬ 
tional allusion to his animal character, he soon takes 
a purely human form. He is called Nri^aksh&s 
(III. 15, 3), ‘ having the eyes of a man;’ and even his 
wings, as Grimm®® •will be glad to learn, have begun 
to grow in the Veda, where once, at least, (V. 47, 3) 
he is called ArushdA suparnds, ‘the bright sun 
with beautiful wings:’ 

Toj' 3* ijroi Bpijroi fiey^T^piara Ka\ovffi Tror^voi', 

*AdayaTOt 3e Tlriptaraf iia "KrepoipvTop* a^dyictjv. 

As Eros is the child of Zeus, Arusha is called the 
child of Dyaus (Divd/t «isus). 

Rv. IV. 15, 6. ‘ Him, the god Agni, they adorn 
and purify every day like a strong horse,—like Aru- 
shd (the bright sun), *^he child of Dyaus (heaven).’ 

Rv. VI. 49, 2. ‘ Let us worship Agni, the child of 
Dyaus, the son of strength, Arushd, the bright light 
of the sacrifice.’ 

This deity is the first of the gods, for he comes 
(V. 1, 5) agre ahndm, ‘at the point of the days;’ 
ushasdm agre (VII. 8, 1; X. 45, 5) ‘at the begin¬ 
ning of the dawns; but in one passage two 
daughters are ascribed to him, different in appear¬ 
ance,—the one decked with the stars, the other 


See Jacob Grimm's ‘ Eaeay on the God of Love.’ 
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brilliant by the light of the sun,—Day and Night, 
who are elsewhere called the daughters of the Sun. 
As the god of love, in the Greek sense of the word, 
Arusha does not occur, neither has love, as a mere 
feeling, been deified in the Veda under any name. 
E&ma, who is the god of love in the later Sanskrit, 
never occurs in the Veda with personal or divine 
attributes, except in one passage of the tenth book, 
and here love is rather represented as a power of 
creation than as a personal being. But there is one 
other passage in the Veda, where K4ma, love, is 
clearly applied to the rising sun. The whole hymn 
(II. 38, 6) is addressed to Savitar, the sun. It is 
said, ‘ He rises as a mighty flame,—^he stretches out 
his wide arms,—he is even like the wind. When he 
stops his horses, aU activity ceases, %nd the night 
follows in his track. But before the night has half 
finished her weaving, the sun rises again. Then Agni 
goes to all men «ind to all houses; his light is power¬ 
ful, and his mother, the Dawn, gives him the best 
share, the first worship among men.’ Then the poet 
goes on: 

‘He came back, with wide strides, longing for 
victory; the love of all men came near. The eternal 
approached, leaving the work (of Night) half-done; 
he followed the.coinmand of the heavenly Savitar.’ 

‘ The love of all men,’ may mean he who is loved 
by all men, or who grants their wishes to all men; 
yet I do not think it is by accident that K§,ma, love, 
is thus applied to the rising sun. 

Even in the latest traditions of the Purdraas, the 
original solar character of the god of love, the 
beloved of the Dawn, was not quite forgotten. For 
we find that one of the names given to the son of 
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Kd.ina, to Aniruddha, the irresistible {otvlxarog ftixav), 
is Ush&pati, the lord of the Dawn. 

‘ If we place clearly before our mind aU the ideas 
and allusions which have clustered round the names 
of Arvat and Arusha in the Veda, the various 
mythes told of Eros, which at first seem so contra¬ 
dictory, become perfectly intelligible. He is in 
Hesiod the oldest of the gods, bom when there exist 
as yet only Chaos and Earth. Here we have 
‘ Arusha born at the beginning of all the days.’ He 
is the youngest of the gods,' the son of Zeus, the 
friend of the Charitcs, also the son of the chief 
Charis, Aphrodite, in whom we can hardly fail to 
discover a female Eros (an UshU instead of an Agni 
aushasya). Every one of these mythes finds its 
key in the Veda. Eros or Arusha is the rising sun, 
and hence the child, the son of Dyaus; he yokes the 
Harits, and is, if not the son®*, at least the beloved 
of the dawn. Besides, in Greek mythology also, Eros 
has many fathers and many mothers; and one pair of 
parents given him by Sappho, Heaven and' Earth, is 
identical with his Vaidik parents, Dyaus and Idfi,®*. 


Cf. ‘Maxim. Tyr,’ XXIV. Tot-'E^wro ^ Aiorlfia rji Xwcpam 
oil waiSa, uW ikoXovOov Tiji ’A^poSiVijc, xai Oepaitovra eJyat. See 
Proller, ‘ Greek Mythology,’ p. 238. 

The objections raised by Profe.ssor Curtius (‘ GrundzUge der 
Griech'schen Btymologie,’ p. 114) against the common origin of 
tpioc and arvat deserve careful attention. ‘ How can we separate 
Epuc,’ he says, ‘ Irom epot, epapat, ipau, epardc, iparetvuc^ and other 
words, all of ancient date, and even Homeric ? They cannot have 
sprung from the name tpwc, and if we suppose that they sprang 
from the same root ar, to which we have to assign the sense of 
going, running, striving. Epos would mean striving, or desire, and it 
would be difficult to prove that the cognate'Epois started from the 
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India, however, is not Greece; and though we may 
trace the germs and roots of Greek words and Greek 


XBeaning of horse, or solar horse, 'which in Sanskrit was assigned to 
arvat.’ Professor Ctirtius then proceeds to urge the same objec¬ 
tions against the etymology of Charis: ‘ For what shall we do,’ he 
says, ‘with x”?") X'*'?®** X"?^*** ■' regard to Charis, I 

may refer to the explanations which I have given in the Second 
Series of my Lectures, page 868, where I hope I liave proved that 
Charis cannot be placed, as Professor Curtius proposes, in the same 
category of deities as Atifi6s or 0o/3oc; and that there is nothing in 
the least imprf)bable in certain derivatives of an ancient Aryan root 
taking a mytliologlcal character, while others retain an analogous 
appellative meaning. From the root dyu,^to shine, we have Dyaus 
and Zeuc: but we also have in San.skrit diva and dina, day; and in 
Greek te2tof, at noon day, JiqXoc, bright. From the root vas or 
ush, to glow, to burn, we have 'Eirn'o, Vesta, Ushas, Eos, Aurora: 
but likewise Samskrit usra, early, ushna, hot; Latin uro, aurnni; 
Greek avm, av-pior, 7ipi. Unless we suppose that roots, after having 
given rise to a single mythological name, were struck by instan¬ 
taneous sterility, or that Greek mythological names can only be 
derived from roots actually employed in that language, what we 
observe in the case of*Eroi8 and Charis is the natural and almost 
inevitable result of the growth of language and mythe, such as we 
now understand it. (Ji-eek scholars have asked, ‘how can we 
separate eppi/vtww from 'Epftpc (‘GrundzUge,’ p. 312), or ipirrhuv from 
'Eftivviit (Welcker) ?’ Yet few have questioned Kuhn’s etymology 
of'Efipflc and ’Eptvi'uc, whatever difference of opinion may prevail as 
to the exact process by which these two deities came to be what 
they are. But, on the other hand, I cannot protest too strongly 
against the opinion which has been ascribed to me, that the Greeks 
were in any way conscious of the secondary or idiomatic meaning 
'which arvat and harit had assumed in India. In India both 
arvat, running, and harit, bright, became recognised names for 
horse. As arvat was also applied to the sun, the heavenly runner, 
the conception of the stm as a horse became almost inevitable, and 
required no poetical effort on the part of people speaking Sanskrit. 
Nothing of the kind happened in Greek. In Greek tput was never 
used as an appellative in the sense of bom, as lit^ as wgs 
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ideas to the rich soil of India, the full flower of 
Arj'an language, of Aryan poetry and mythology, 

used, except in iater tunes, to signify the material sky. But unless 
we are prepared to look upon Eros, ‘ the oldest of the Greek gods,’ 
fts a mere abstraction, as, in fact, a kind of Cupid, I thought, and I 
still think, that we have to admit among the earliest worshippers of 
Eros, even on Greek soil, a faint recollection of the ancient Aryan 
mythology in which the same word as Eros had been applied to the 
sun, and especially the rising stm. All the rest is simple and easy. 
The root ar, no doubt, had the sense of running or rushing, and might 
have yielded therefore names expressive of quick motion as well as 
of strong desire. Not every shoot, however, that springs from such 
a seed, lives on, when transferred to a iifFerent soil. E ros might 
have been the name ibr horse in Greece as arvat was in India, but 
it was not; arvat, or some other derivative like artha, might have 
cxpre.ssod desire in Sanskrit as it did in Greek, but this, too, was 
not the case. Why certain words die, and others live on, why 
certain meanings of words become prominent so as to cause the 
absorption of all other meanings, we have no chance of explaining. 
We must take the work of language as we find it, and in dis¬ 
entangling the curious skein, we must not expect to find one 
continuous thread, but rest satisfied if wb can separate the broken 
ends, and place them side by side in something like an intelligible 
order. Greek mythology was not borrowed from Vedio mythology, 
any more than Greek words were taken from a Sanskrit dictionary. 
This being once understood and generiilly admitted, olfence should 
not be taken if here arid there a Vedic deity or a Sanskrit word is 
called a prototype. The expression, I know, is not quite correct, 
and cannot be defended, except on the plea that almost everybody 
knows what is meant by it. The Greek Charites are certainly not 
a mere modification of the Vedic Elaritas, nor the Greek Eros of 
the Vedic Arvat. There was no recollection of an equine character 
in the Greek Eros or the Charites, just as, from a purely Greek 
point of view, no traces of a canine character could be discovered 
in 'KXei i)=Sarama, or 'Epptiac=Sarameya. Arvat and Eros are radii 
starting from a common central thought, and the angle of the Vedic 
radius is less obtuse than that of the Greek. This is all that could 
be meant, and I believe this is the sense in which my words have 
been understood by the majority of my readers. 
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belongs to Hellas, where Plato has told us what 
Eros is, and where Sophokles sang his 

“Eput ayiKflre /tayay, 

'Ep«r, Sc t*” nrfiiiatn vhrrttc, 

Sc fy /loXaeaic rapctalc 

$'taytSoc iy>’V\ci€i{’ 
ijioiTfs S’ vrtprtotTtos, ev r 
ayporopntf au\aic' 

Kai it’ out’ adaydruy 0v£i/foc ouSe/c, 

000 ’ hptpiwy iit' ay- 
Opuwuty' 6 S’ peptivty^^. 

If Hegel calls the discovery of the common origin 
of Greek and Sanskrk the discoveiy of a new world, 
the same may be said with regard to the common 
origin of Greek and Sanskrit mythology. The disco¬ 
very is made, and the science of comparative mytho¬ 
logy will soon rise to the same importance as that of 
compai'ative philology. I have here explained but a 
few mythes, but they all belong to on6 small cycle, 
and many more names might have been added. I 
may refer those who ta,ke an interest in this geology 
of language to the ‘Journal of Comparative Philo¬ 
logy,’ published by my learned friend. Dr. Kuhn, 
at Berlin, who, in his periodical, has very properly 
admitted comparative mythology as an integral part 
of comparative philology, and who has himself dis¬ 
covered some of the most striking parallelisms 
between the traditions of the Veda and the mytho¬ 
logical names of other Aryan nations. The very 
Hippokentaurs and the Chimaara, the Gorgons 
and Pegasos, and other monstrous creatures,’ have 
apparently been set right; and though I differ from 


** ‘ Antigone,’ ed. Dindorfl Oxford Jii85d, r. 781. 
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Dr. Kuhn on several points, and more particularly 
with regard to the elementary character of the gods, 
w'hich he, like Lauer, the lamented author of the 
‘System of Greek Mythology,’ seems to me to com 
nect too exclusively Avith the fleeting phenomena of 
clouds, and storms, and thunder, while I believe 
their original conception to have been almost always 
solar, yet there is much to be learnt from both. 
Much, no doubt, remains to be done, and even with 
the assistance of the Veda, the whole of Greek 
mythology will never be deciphered and translated. 
But can this be urged as an objection? There are 
many Greek Avords of which Ave cannot find a satis¬ 
factory etymology, cA’en by the help of Sanskrit. 
i\re Ave therefore to say that the Aviiole Greek lan¬ 
guage has no et 3 'mological organization? If Ave find 
a rational principle in the formation of but a small 
portion of Greek words, we are justified in inferring 
that the same principle Avhich manifests itself in part, 
govei’ned tlie organic groAvth of the whole; and 
though Ave cannot explain the etymological origin 
of all words, Ave should never say that language had 
no etymological origin, or that etymology ‘ treats of 
a past Avhich AA'^as never present.’ That the later 
Greeks, such as Homer and Hesiod, ignored the origin 
and purport of their m^'thes, 1 fully admit, but they 
equally ignored the origin and purport of their Avords. 
What applies to etymology, therefore, applies Avith 
equal force to mj'thology. It has been proved by 
comparative philology tl\at there is nothing irregular 
in language, and what Avas fonnerly considered as 
irregular in declension and conjugation is now recog- 
nisetl as the most regular and primitive stratum 
in the fonnation of grammar. The same, we hope, 
VOL, u, L 
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may be acccmplished in mythology, and instead of 
deriving it, as heretofore, ‘ ab ingenii humani imbe- 
cillitate et a dictionis egestate,’ it will obtain its 
truer solution, ‘ab* ingenii humani sapientia et a 
dictionis abundantia.’ Mythology is only a dialect, 
an ancient form of language. Mythology, though 
chiefly concerned with nature, and here again mostly 
with those manifestations which bear the character 
of law, order, power, and wisdom impressed on them, 
was applicable to all tilings. Nothing is excluded 
from mythological expression; neither moi’als nor 
philosophy, neither history nor religion, have escaped 
the spell of that ancient sibyl. But mythology is 
neither philosophy, nor history, n6r religion, nor 
ethics. It is, if we may use a scholastic e.xpression, 
a quale, not a quid—something formal, not some¬ 
thing substantial, and, like poetry, sculjiture, and 
painting, applicable to nearly all tluit the ancient 
* world could admire or adore. 


April, 185C. 
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XVII. 

GREEK MYTHOLOGY’ 


I T does not happen very often that we take up a 
German book of more than eight hundred pages, 
closely printed, and bristling with notes and quota¬ 
tions, and feel unwilling to put it down again before 
having finished the whole of it. However, this is 
what has happened to us, and will liappcn to many 
a reader of I’rofcssor Welcker’s ‘ Greek Mythology,’ 
if he is capable of entering with a real and human 
interest into the life, and thoughts, and feelings of 
the ancient Greeks, and more pai'ticularly into the 
spirit of their religion, their worship, and sacred 
traditions. To those ivho requii’e any preliminary 
information respecting the author, we may say, first 
of all, that Welcker is a very old man, a man belong¬ 
ing almost to an age gone bjq one of the few men 
remaining of the heroic age of Geiman scholarship. 
The present generation, a race not quite contemptible 
in itself, looks up to him as the Greeks looked up to 
Nestor. He knew old Voss, the translator of Homer, 
when he was a young man fighting the battle of 
rational mythology against the symbolic school of 
Creuzer. He Avas the friend of Zoega. He speaks 


* ‘ Grieohische Gotterlehre.’ Von F. G. Welcker. Erster Baud. 
Gottingen, 1857. 

I. 2 
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of Bnttmann, of Lexilogus Buttmann, as a scholar who 
had felt the influence of his teaching; and he looks 
upon Otfried Milller, the Dorian Muller, as belonging 
originally to his school, though afterwards carrying 
out the views of his master in an independent, and 
sometimes too independent spirit. Welcker has been 
lecturing and writing on mythology for many years, 
and he finds, not without satisfaction, that many 
of the views which he first propounded in his lec¬ 
tures, lectures open to any one who liked to listen, 
have become current, and, as it were, public property, 
long before his book was published. He is not a man 
to put forward any claims of priority; and if he 
dwells at all on the subject, it is rather in self-defence. 
He wishes to remind his readers that if he propounds 
certain views with the warmth of a discoverer, if he 
defends them strenuously against all possible objec¬ 
tions, it is because he has been accustomed to do so 
for years, and because it was necessary for him to do 
so, at the time when he first elaborated his system, and 
explained it in his lectures. Welckcr’s ‘ Mythology' 
has been expected for many years. It has been dis¬ 
cussed long before it appeared. ‘ It is to my great 
regret, and certainly without my fault,’ the author 
says, ‘that so great expectations have been raised.’ 
However, if the expectations have been great among 
the professors in Germany, they will admit that they 
have not been disappointed, and that the promise 
given by young Welcker has been fulfilled by the 
veteran. 

‘ The Science of the Greek Gods ’ (‘ die Griechische 
Gotterlehre’), which is the title of the book, though 
it carries the reader along most rapidly, exciting 
curiosity at every page, and opening new views in 
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every chapter, is nevertheless a -book which requires 
more than one perusal. It’may be read, with the 
exception of some less finished chapters, for plea¬ 
sure; but it deserves to be studied, to be thought 
over, exaifiined and criticised, and it is then only that 
its real value is discovered. There have been many 
books published lately on mythology. Preller, Ger¬ 
hard, Schelling, Maury, have followed each other in 
raj)id succession. Preller’s ‘ Greek Mythology ’ is a 
useful and careful compendium, Gerhard’s ‘Greek 
Mythology’ is a storehouse, only sometimes rather 
a labyrinth, of mythological lore. On SchelUng’s 
‘ Philosophy of Mythology,’ published in his posthu¬ 
mous works, we hardly dare to pronounce an opinion. 
And yet, ivith all due respect for his great name, with 
a sincere appreciation of some deep thoughts on the 
subject of mythology too, and more particularly with a 
full acknowledgment of his merits in having pointed 
out more strongly than anybody else the inevitable 
character of mythological thought and language in 
the widest sense of the Avord, we must say, as critics, 
that his facts and theories defy all rules of sound 
scholarship, and that his language is sq diffuse and 
vague, as to be unworthy of the century we live in. 
To one who knows how powerful and important an 
influence Schelling’s mind exercised on Germany at 
the beginning of this century, it is hard to say this. 
But if we could not read his posthumous volumes 
without sadness, and Avithout a strong feeling of the 
mortality of all human knowledge, we cannot mention 
them, when they must be mentioned, without expres¬ 
sing our conviction that though they are interesting 
on account of their author, they are disappointing in 
every other respect, Maury’s ‘ Histoire des Religions 
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de la Grece Antique ’ is, like all the works of that 
industrious writer, lucid and pleasing. It does not 
profess to add many results of independent research 
to what was known before on the various subjects 
on which he writes. Thus the gifted author escapes 
criticism, and only carries away the thanks of all who 
read his careful manuals. 

AVbat distinguishes Welcker from all his prede¬ 
cessors is this, that with him mythology is not only 
a collection of fables, to be described, sifted, and 
arranged,' but a problem to be solved, and a problem 
as important as any in the history of the world. His 
whole heart is in his work. He wnnts to know, and 
wnnts to explain what mythology means, hoAv such a 
thing as Greek mythology could ever have existed. 
It is the origin of every god which he tries to dis¬ 
cover, leaving everything else to flow naturally from 
the source once opened and cleared. 

A second feature, which is peculiar to his treatment 
cf mythology, is that he never looks on the Greek 
fables as a system. There were mythes before there 
was a mythology, and it is in this, their original and 
unsystematic, form alone, that we may hope to dis¬ 
cover the genuine and primitive meaning of every 
mythe. 

A third distinguishing feature of Welcker’s book 
consists in the many things he leaves out. If a mythe 
had once been started, poets, artists, philosophers, 
and old women might do with it whatever they 
pleased. If there was once a Herakles travelling all 
over the earth, killing monsters, punishing wicked¬ 
ness, and doing what no one else could do, the 
natural result would be that, in every town and 
■i'illagp, whatever no one else could have done would 
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be ascribed to Herakles. The little stories invented 
to account for all these Heraklean doings may be 
very interesting to the people of the village, but they 
liave as little right to a place in Greek mythology 
as the Swiss legends of the Devil’s brido^es have to 
a place in a work on Swiss theology or history. To 
be able to distinguish between what is essential and 
what is not, requires a peculiar talent, and Professor 
Welcker possesses it. 

A fourth point which is of characteristic importance 
in Welcker’s manner of handling Greek mythology is 
the skill with which he takes every single mythe to 
pieces. When he treats of Apollo, he does not treat 
of him as one person, beginning with his birth, detail¬ 
ing his various exploits, accounting for his numerous 
epithets, and removing the contradictory character of 
many of his good or bad qualities. The birth of the 
god is one mythe, his association with a twin sister 
another, his quarrel \vith Hermes a third—each intel¬ 
ligible in itself,.though perplexing when gathered up 
into one large web of Apollonic theology. 

Nowhere, again, have we seen the original character 
of the worship of Zeus, as the God, or, as he is called 
in later times, as the Father of the Gods, as the God 
of Gods, drawn with so sure and powerful a hand as 
in Welcker’s ‘ Mythology.’ When we ascend with 
him to the most distant heights of Greek history, the 
idea of God, as the supreme Being, stands before us as 
a simple fact. Next to this adoration of One God, 
the father of heaven, the father of men, we find in 
Greece a worship of nature. The jwwers of nature, 
originally worshipped as such, were afteiwards 
changed into a family of gods, of which Zeus became 
the king and father. This third phase is what is 
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gtsnerally called Greek mythology; bnt it was pre¬ 
ceded fu time, or at least rendered possible in thought, 
by the two prior conceptions, a belief in a supreme 
God, and a worship of the powers of nature. The 
Greek religions, says Welcker, if they are analysed 
and reduced to their original form, are far more 
simple than we think. It is so in all great things. 
And the better we are acquainted with the variety 
and complications of all that has grown up around 
them, the more we feel surprised at the smallness 
of the first seeds, the simplicity of the fundamental 
ideas. The divine character of Zeus, as distinct from 
his mythological character, is most carefully brought 
out by Welcker. He avails himself of all the disco¬ 
veries of comparative philology in order to show more 
clearly how the same idea which found expression in 
the ancient religions of the Brahmans, the Slaves, and 
the Germans, had been preserved under the same 
simple, clear, and sublime name by the original 
settlers of Hellas, We are not inclined to be too 
critical when we meet with a classical scholar who 
avails himself of the works of Sanskrit philologists. It 
does him credit if he only acknowledges that the begin¬ 
nings of Greek language, Greek thought and tradi¬ 
tion, lie beyond the horizon of the so-called classical 
world. It is surprising to find, even at the present 
day, men of the highest attainments in Greek and 
Latin scholarship, intentionally shutting their eyes 
to what they know to be the light of a new day. 
Unwilling to study a new subject, and unable to 
confess their ignorance on any subject, they fry to 
dispose of the works of a Humboldt, Bopp, or Bunsen 
by pointing out a few mistakes, .perhaps a wrong 
accent or a false quantity—which ‘any schoolboy 
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would be ashamed of.’ They might as well scoff at 
Wyld’s Globe because it has not the accuracy of an 
Ordnance survey. So, if we find in a work like 
Welcker’s, little slips, such as devas, sky, insfead of 
god, dyavi, a Sanskrit dative, instead of div6, the 
dative, or dyavi, the locative, we just mark them on 
the margin, but we do not crow over them like school¬ 
masters or rather schoolboys. We should sometimes 
like to ask a question, for instance, how Professor 
Welcker could prove that the German word God has 
the same meaning as good? He quotes Grimm’s 
‘History of the German Language,’ p. ."iTl, in support 
of this assertion, but we have looked in vain for any 
passage where Grimm gives up his former opinion, 
that the two words God and good, run parallel in 
all the Teutonic dialects, but never converge towards 
a common origin. However, Welcker’s example, we 
hope, will have its good effect among classical scholars. 
W’hat could have been a greater triumph for all who 
take an interest in comparative philology and in a 
more comprehensive study of ancient humanity, than 
to find in a work on Greek mythology, written by 
one of the most famous classical scholars, the funda¬ 
mental chapter, the chapter containing the key to the 
whole system, headed, ‘The Vedas?’ 

But even Welcker is not without his backslidings. 
In some parts of his work, and particularly in his 
chapter on Zeus, he admits implicitly the whole argu¬ 
ment of comparative mythology. He admits that the 
first beginnings of Zeus, the god of gods, must be 
studied in the ancient songs of the Veda, and in the 
ancient traditions of the chief members of the Arj'^an 
family. But afterwards he would like to make his 
reserves. He has been studying the Greek gods sJl 
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his life, and the names and natures of many of them 
had become clear and intelligible to him without the 
help of Sanskrit or the Veda. Why should they be 
handed over to the Aryan erucible? This is a natural 
feeling. It is the same in Greek etymology. If we 
can fuUy explain a Greek word from the resources of 
the Greek language, why should we go beyond? And 
yet it cannot be avoided. Some of the most plausible 
Greek etymologies have had to give way before the 
most unlikely, and yet irrefragable, derivations from 
Sanskrit. 

Many a Greek scholar may very naturally say, why, 
if we can derive Sso's from or from rjSsyai, should 
we go out of our way and derive it from any other 
root^? Any one acquainted with the true principles 
of etymology will answer this question; and Welcker 
himself would be the first to admit, that from what¬ 
ever source it may be derived, it cannot be derived 
from Sf6i» or rifisVai. But the same argument holds 
good with regard to the names of the gods. 
the old nominative, of which we have the accusa¬ 
tive Z^y (‘Iliad,’ viii. 206, formerly Zijy’), and Z^y, of 
which we have the accusative Z^ya, might well have 
been derived by forpier Greek etymologists from 
?5)y, to live. But Professor W'elcker knows that, 
after etymology has once assumed an historical and 
scientific character, a derivation, inapplicable to the 
cognate forms of Zstiy in Sanskrit, is inapplicable 
to the word itself in Greek. There are, no doubt, 
words and mythological names peculiar to Greece, and 

* The latest defence of the etymology of fledc as not to be separated 
from the cluster of words which spring from the root div, may be 
seen in Ascoli, ‘ Frammenti Linguistici,’ Eendiconti, i. (18C4), pp. 
185-200., 
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framed in Greece after the separation of the Aryan, 
tribes. Kpovimv, for instance, is a Gi’eek word, and a 
Greek idea, and Professor Welcker was right in ex¬ 
plaining it from Greek sources only. But'wherever 
the same mythological name exists in Greek and 
Sanskrit, no etymology can be admitted which would 
be applicable to the Greek only, without being appli¬ 
cable to the Sanskrit word. There is no such being 
as Kpovns in Sanskrit. Kpivog did not exist till long 
after Zsug in Greece. Zso'j,' was called by the Greeks 
the son of time. This is a simple and very common 
form of mythological expression. It meant originally, 
not that time was the origin or the source of Zeus, 
but Kpavieov or Kjsonoijj,' was used in the sense of ‘con¬ 
nected with time, representing time, existing through 
all time.’ Derivatives in uov and iSijs took, in later 
times, the more exclusive meaning of patronymics, but 
originally they had a more general qualifying sense, 
such as w'e find still in our o-wn, originally Semitic, 
expressions, ‘ son of pride,’ ‘ sons of light,’ ‘ son 
of Belial.’ Kpovi'wv is the most frequent epithet 
of Zeug in Homer; it frequently stands by itself 
instead of Zsug. It was a name fully applicable 
to the supreme God, the God of time, the eternal 
God. Who does not think of the Ancient of Days? 
When this ceased to be understood, pai’ticularly 
as in the current word for time the x had become 
aspirated ^xpivdg had become ^povog), people asked 
themselves the question, why is Zsug called Kpovlor/g? 
And the natural and almost inevitable answer was, 
because he is the son, the offspring of a more 
ancient god, Kpovog. This may be a very old mythe 
in Greece; but the misunderstanding which gave 
rise to it, could have happened in Greece only. We 
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cannot expect, therefore, a god Kpivog in the Veda. 
When this my the of Kjso'vof had once been started, it. 
would roll on iiTesistibly. If Zsug had once a father 
called Kpovoc, Kpovog must have a wife. Yet it should 
be remembered as a significant fact, that in Homer 
Zius is not yet called the son of Rhea, and that the 
name of Kioutovig belongs originally to Zsug only, 
and not to his later brothers, Poseidon and Hades. 
Mythes of this kind can be analysed by Greek mytho- 
logists, as all the verbs in 6«i, aa>, and om can be 
explained by Greek etymologists. But most other 
names, such as Hennes, Eos, Eros, Erinys require 
more powerful tests; and Professor VVelcker has fre¬ 
quently failed to discover their primitive character, 
because he was satisfied with a merely Greek ety¬ 
mology. He derives Erinys, or Eriunys, from a verb 
tptvvuuv^ to be angry, and gives to her the original 
meaning of Conscience. Others have derived it from 
the same root as spif, strife; others again from spsslvw, 
to ask. But Erinys is too old a god i'or so modern a 
conception. Erinys is the Vedic Saranyfi, the dawn; 
and even in Greek she is still called hover¬ 

ing in the gloom. There is no word expressive of 
any abstract quality, which had not originally a 
material meaning; nor is there in the ancient lan¬ 
guage of mythology any abstract deity which does 
not cling with its roots to the soil of nature. 
Professor Welcker is not the man to whom we 
need address this remark. He knows the German 
proverb; 

Kpin Faden ist so fein gesponnpn 

£r kommt doch eudUch an der Sonnen. 

He also knows how the sun is frequently represented 
as tlie avenger of dark crimes. The same idea is 
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expressed by the mythe of Ermys. Instead of our 
lifeless and abstract expression, ‘ a crime is sure to be 
discovered,’ the old proverbial and poetical expression 
Avas, the Dawn, the Erinys, will bring it to light. 
Crime itself was called, in the later mythologizing 
language, the daughter of Night, and - her avenger 
therefore could only be the Dawn. Was not the 
same Dawn called the bloodhound? Could she not 
find the track of the cattle stolen from the gods? 
She had a thousand names in ancient languasre, be- 
cause she called forth a thousand different feelings in 
ancient hearts. A few only of these names became 
current appellatives; others remtiined as proper 
names, unintelligible in their etymological meaning 
and their poetical conception. The Greeks knew as 
little that Erinys meant the DaA\m, as Shakespeare 
knew the meaning of the Weird Sisters. Weird, 
however, Avas originally one of the three Nomes, the 
German Parcaa. They AA’ere called Vurdh, Verd- 
handi, and Skuld,—Past, Present, and Future; and 
the same idea is expressed more graphically by the 
thread that is spun, the thread passing through the 
finger, and the thread which is still on the distaff; 
or by Lachesis singing the past (ra ysyovora), Klotho 
singing the present (ra 6urci\ and Atropos singing 
the future (ra jasXXovTa). The most natural expres¬ 
sion for to-morrow Avas the morn; for the future, the 
daAvn. Thus Saranj’fi, as one of the names of the 
dawn, became the name of the future, more especially 
of the coming avenger, the inevitable light. Homer 
speaks of the Erinj's in the plural, and so do the 
poets of the Veda. Neither of them, hoA\-eA’er, kixow 
as yet their names and parentage. Hesiod calls them 
the daughters of the Earth, conceived of the drops of 
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the blood of Ouranos. Sophoklee claims the same 
fi*eedora as Hesiod, he calls them the daughters of 
Skotos, or Darkness. Thus a mere proverb would 
supply in time a whole chapter of mythology, and 
iumish ^ ^Eschylus and Plato witb subjects for the 
deepest thought and the most powerful poetry. 

Into these, the earliest strata of mythological lan¬ 
guage and thought, no shaft can reach from the sur¬ 
face of Greece or Italy, and we cannot blame Pro¬ 
fessor Welcker for having failed in extricating the 
last roots and fibres of every mythological name. He 
has done his work; he has opened a mine, and, after 
bringing to light the treasures he was in search of, he 
has pointed out the direction in which that mine may 
be Avorked Avith safety. If new light is to be thrown 
on the most ancient and the most interesting period 
in the history of the human mind, the period in Avdach 
names were given and mythes were formed, that light 
must come from the Vedas; and we trust that Pro¬ 
fessor Welcker’s book, by its weak as Avell as by its 
strong points, will impress on every classical scholar 
what Otfried Miiller perceived many years ago, ‘ that 
matters have come to such a point that classical phi¬ 
lology must either resign altogether the historical 
understanding of the grcwth of language, as well as 
all etymological researches into the shape of roots 
and the organism of grammatical forms, or trust 
itself on these points entirely to the guidance and 
counsel of comparative philology.’ 

January, 1858. 



139 


XVIII. 

GREEK LEGENDS*. 


I F the stories of the Greek gods and heroes, as told 
by Mr. Cox in his ‘ Tales from Greek Mythology,’ 
the ‘ Tales of Gods and Heroes,’ and the ‘ Tales of 
Thebes and Argos,’ do not quite possess in the eyes 
of our children the homely charm of Grimm’s Mahr- 
chen or Dasent’s Norse Tales, we must bear in mind 
that at he^rt our children are all Goths or Northmen; 
not Greeks or Romans; and that, however far we 
may be removed fTOra the times which gave birth 
to' the stories of Domroschen, Sneewittchen, and 
Rumpelstik/chen, there is a chord within us that 
answers spontaneously to the pathos and humour 
of those tales, while our sympathy for Hecuba is 
acquired, and more or less artificial. If the choice 
were left tq^ children whether they would rather 
have a stor/ alwut the Norse trolls read out to 
them or the tale of the Trojan war as told by Mr. 
Cox, we fully believe—in fact we know—that they 
would all clamour for Dasent or Grimm. But 
if children are told that they cannot always be 
treated to trolls and fairies, and that they must 

’ ‘ A Manual of Mythology, in th% Form of Question and 
Answer.’ By the Eev. G. W. Cox. London : Lcjigmans and Co. 
1867. 
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leam something about the* Greek gods and god¬ 
desses, we likewise know that they will rather listen 
to Mr. Cox’s tales from Greek fairyland than to any 
other book that is used at lessons. 

The ‘Manual of Mythology’ which Mr. Cox has 
just published is meant as a lesson-book, more so 
than any of his former publications. If we add that 
the whole of Greek and Roman mythology is told in 
ftwo hundred pages, ih the somewhat cumbrous form 
of question and answer, we need not say that we 
have only a meagre abstract of classical mythology, a 
minimum, a stepping-stone, a primer, a skeleton, or 
whatever unpleasant name we like to apply to it. 
We wish indeed that Mr. Cox had allowed himself 
more amjde scope, yet we feel bound to acknowledge 
that, having undertaken to tell what can be told, 
in two hundred pages, of classical* mythology, he has 
chosen the most important, the most instructive, and 
the most attractive portions of his subject. Though 
necessarily leaving large pieces of his canvas mere 
blanks or covered with -the faintest outlines, he has 
given to some of his sketches more life and expres¬ 
sion than can be found in many a lengthy article 
contributed to cyclopedias and other works of re¬ 
ference. 

But while Mr. Cox has thus stinted himself in 
' telling the tales of Greek and Roman mythology, he 
has made room for what is an entirely new feature 
in his Manual—namely, the explanations of Greek 
and Roman mythes, supplied by the researches of 
comparative mythologists. From the earliest philo¬ 
sophers of Greece down to Creuzer, Schelling, and 
Welcker, eveiybody who has ever thought or written 
on mythology has freely admitted that mythology 
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requires an explanation. All • are agreed that a 
inj'the does' not mean what it seems to mean; and 
this agreement is at all events important, in spite 
of the divergent explanations which have been pro¬ 
posed by different scholars and philosophers in their 
endeavours to find sense either in single mythes or 
in the whole system of ancient mythology. 

There is also one other point on which of late 
years a general agreement has been arrived at 
among most students of mythology, and this is that 
all mythological exjdanations must rest on a sound 
etymological ba^is. Comparative philology, after 
working a complete reform in the grammar and 
etymology of the classical languages, has supplied 
this new foundation for the proper stud}' of classical 
mythology, and no explanation of any mythe can 
henceforth be taken into account which is not based 
on an accurate analysis of the names of the principal 
actors. If we read in Greek mythology that Helios 
was the brother of Eos and Selene, this needs no 
commentary. Helios means the sun, Eos the dawn, 
Selene the moon; nor does it require any great 
stretch of poetical imagination to understand how 
these three heavenly apparitions came to be called 
brothers and sisters. 

But if we read that Apollo loved Daphne, that 
Daphne fled before him and was changed into a 
laurel-tree, we have here a legend before us which 
yields no sense till we know the original meaning of 
Apollo and Daphne. Now Apollo was a solar deity, 
and although comparative philologists have not yet 
succeeded in finding the true etymology of Apollo, 
no doubt can exist as to his original character. The 
name of Daphne, however, could not have been 

VOL. II. M 
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inteiTpreted without the aid of comparative jhilology, 
and'it is not till know that Daphne was originally 
a name of the dawn, thal; we begin to understand the 
meaning of her story. It was by taking mythes 
which were still half intelligible, like those of Apollo 
and Daphne, Selene and Endymion, Eos and Titho- 
nos, that the first advance was made towards a 
right interpretation of Greek and Eoman legends. 
If we read that Pan was wooing Pitys,, and that 
Boreas, jealous of Pan, cast Pitys from a rock, and 
that in her fall she was changed into a pine-tree, we 
need but walk with our eyes open along the cliffs of 
Bournemouth in order to see the meaning of that 
legend. Boreas is the Greek for north-wind, Pitys 
for pine-tree; But what is Pan? .Clearly another 
deity representing the wind in its less destructive 
character. The same Pan is called the lover of the 
nymph Echo, and of Syrinx. Why Pan, the’wind, 
should be called the lover of Echo, requires no ex¬ 
planation. As to the nymph Syrinx—a name which 
means, in Greek, the shepherd’s pipe—she is further 
fabled jio have thro^vn herself into the river Ladon in 
order to escape from Pan, and to have been changed 
into a reed. Here mythology has simply inverted, 
history; and while, in an account of the invention of 
musical instruments, we should probably be told that 
the wind whistling through the river reeds led to 
the invention of the shepherd’s pipe, the poet tells 
us that Pan, the wind, played with Syrinx, and that 
Syrinx was changed into a reed. The name of Pan 
is connected with the Sanskrit name for wind—, 
namely, pavana. The root from which it is derived 
means, in Sanskrit, to purify; and as from the root 
dyu,'to shine, we have in Greek Z6n, Zgnds, 
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corresponding to a supposed' Sanskrit derivative, 
dyav-an, the bright god, we.have I’rom pfl, to purify, 
the Greek P&n, P4nos, the purifying or sweeping 
wind, strictly corresponding to a possible Sanskrit 
form pav-an. If there was sftiywhere in Greece a 
sea-shore covered with pine-forests, lik^ the coast of 
Dorset, any Greek poet who had ears to hear the 
sweet and plaintive converse of the wind and the 
trembling* pine-trees, and eyes to see the havoc 
wrought by a fierce north-easter, would tell his child¬ 
ren of the wonders of the forest, and of poor Pitys, 
the pine-tree \^oed by Pan, the gentle wind, and 
struck down by jealous Boreas, the north-wind. 

It is thus that mythology arose, and thus that it 
must be interpreted if it is to be more than a mere 
conglomerate of meaningless or absurd stories. 
This has been felt by Mr. Cox; and feeling convinced 
that, particularly for educational purposes, mytho¬ 
logy \vould be useless—nay, worse than useless— 
unless it were possible to impart to it some kind of 
rational meaning, he has endeavoured to supply for 
nearly every important name of the Gredk and 
Roman pantheon an etymological explanation and a 
rational interpretation. In this manner, as he says 
in his preface, -mythology can be proved to be 
‘simply a collection of the sapngs by which men 
once upon a time described whatever they saw and 
heard in countries where they lived. These sayings 
were all perfectly natural, and marvellously beautiful 
and true. We see the lovely evening twilight die 
out before the coming night, but when they saw this, 
they said that the beautiful Eurj'dike had been 
stung by .the serpent of darkness, and that Orpheus 
■was gone to fetch her back from the land of the 
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dead. We see the light which had vanished in the 
west reappear in the east; but they said that 
Eurydike was now returning to the earfh. And as 
this tender light is seen no more when the sun him¬ 
self is risen, they said that Orpheus had turned 
round tob soon to look at her, and so was parted 
from the wife whom he loved so dearly.’ And not 
only do meaningless legends receive by this process 
a meaning and a beauty of their own, bat some of 
the most revolting features of classical mythology 
are removed, and their true purport discovered. 
Thus Mr. Cox remarks: 

‘And as it is with this sad and beautiful tale of 
Orpheus and Eurydike, so it is with all those which 
may seem to you coarse or dull or ugly. "Phey are 
so only because the real meaning of the names has 
been half-forgotten or wholly lost. CEdipus and 
Perseus, we are told, killed their parents, but it is 
only because the sun was said to kill the darkness 
from which it seems to spring. So, again, it was 
said that the sun was united in the evening to the 
light from which he rose in the morning; but in 
the later story it was said that Qidipus became the 
husband of his mother locaste, and a terrible history 
■was built upon this notion. But none of these 
fearful stories were ever made on purpose. No one 
ever sat down to describe gods and great heroes 
as doing things which all decent men would be 
ashamed to think of. There can scarcely be a 
gi'eater mistake than to suppose that whole nations 
were suddenly seized with a strange madness which 
drove them to invent all sorts’of ridiculous and con¬ 
temptible tales, and that every nation has at some 
time or other gone road in this way.’ 
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That the researches of comparative mythologists, 
80 well sumine<l up in Mr. Cox’s ‘ Manud of Mytho¬ 
logy,’ are in the main tending in the right direction, 
is, we believe, admitted by aU whose opinion on such 
matters carries much weight. It has been fully 
proved that mythology is simply a phase, and an 
inevitable phase, in the growth of language; lan¬ 
guage being taken in its proper sense, not as the 
mere outjvard symbol, but as the only possible em¬ 
bodiment of thought. Everything, while language 
passes through that peculiar phase, may become 
mythology. Not only the ideas of men as to the 
origin of the world, the government of the universe, 
the phenomena of nature, and the yearnings and 
misgirings of the heart, are apt to lose their natural 
and straightforward expressibn, and to be repeated 
in a more or less distorted form, but even historical 
events, the exploits of a powerful man, the destruc¬ 
tion of wild animals, the conquest of a new country, 
the death of a beloved leader, may be spoken of and 
handed down to later ages in a form decidedly 
mythological. After the laws that regulate the 
gro^vth and decay of words have once been clearly 
established, instead of being any longer surprised at 
the breaking out of mythological phraseology'’, we 
almost wonder how any language could have escaped 
what may really be called an infantine disease, 
through which even the healthiest constitution 
ought to pass sooner or later. The origin of mytho¬ 
logical phraseology', whatever outward aspects it may 
assume, is always the same; it is language forget¬ 
ting herself. Nor is there anything strange in that 
self-forgetfulness, if we bear in mind how large a 
number of names ancient languages possessed for one 
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and the same thing, and how frequently the same 
word was applied to totally different subjects. If 
we take the sun, or the dawn, or the mocai, or the 
stars, we find that eyen in Greek every one of them 
is still polyonymous, i. e. has different names, and is 
known under various aliases. Still more is this the 
case in Sanskrit, though Sanskrit too is a language 
which, to judge from its innumerable rings, must 
have passed through many summers and winters 
before it grew into that mighty stem which fills us 
with awe and admiration, even in the earliest relics 
of its literature. Now, after a time, one out of many 
names of the same subject necessarily gains a pre¬ 
ponderance; it becomes the current and recognised 
name, while the other'names are employed leas and 
less frequently, and at last become obsolete and un¬ 
intelligible. Yet it frequently happens that, either 
in proverbs, in idiomatic phrases, or in popular 
poetry, some of these obsolete names are kept up, 
and in that case mythological decay at once sets in. 
It requires a certain effort to see this quite clearly, 
because in our modern languages, where everything 
has its proper name, and where each name is pro¬ 
perly defined, a mythological misunderstanding is 
almost impossible. 

.But suppose that the exact meaning of the word 
‘ gloaming ’ had been forgotten, and that a proverbial 
expression such as ‘ The gloaming sings the sun to 
sleep' bad been preserved, would not the gloaming 
very soon require an explanation ? and would nurses 
long hesitate to tell their children that the gloaming 
was a good old woman who came every night to put 
the sun into his bed, and who would be very angiy 
if she found my little children still awake? The 



GBEE£ LSGEirDS. Hff 

children would soon talk among themselves about 
Nurse Gloaming, and as they grew up would tell 
their children again of the same wonderful old nurse. 
It was in this and in similar ways that in the child¬ 
hood of the world many a story grew up which, 
when- once repeated and sanctioned by a popular 
poet, became part and parcel of what we are accus¬ 
tomed to call the mythology of ancient nations. 

The mistake most commonly committed is to sup¬ 
pose that mythology has necessarily a religious 
character, and that it forms a whole or a system, 
taught in ancient times and believed in as we 
believe in our Articles, or even as the Roman 
Catholics believe in the legends of their saints. 
Religion, no doubt, suffered most from mythological 
phraseology, but it did not suffer alone. The stories 
of the Argonauts, or of the Trojan war, or of the 
Cal3'donian boar-lmnt had very little to do with 
religion, except that some of the heroes engaged in 
them were called either the sons or the favourites of 
some of the so-called gods of Greece, No doubt we 
call them all gods, Vulcan and Venus, as well as 
Jupiter and Minerva; but even the more thoughtful 
among the Greeks would hardly allow the name of 
gods to all the inhabitants of Olympus, at least not 
in that pregnant sense in which Zeus and Apollb 
and Athene may fairly claim it. If children asked 
who was the good Nurse Gloaming that sang the sun 
to sleep, the answer would be easy enough, that she 
was the daughter of the sky or of the sea, in Greek 
the daughter of Zeus or of Nereus; but this relation¬ 
ship, though it might give rise to further genealo¬ 
gical complications, would by no means raise the 
nurse to the rank of a deity. We speak of days and 
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years as perfectly intelligible objects, and we do not 
hesitate to say that a man has wasted a day or a 
year, or that he has killed the time. • To the ancient 
world days and nights were still more of a problem; 
they were strangers that came and went, brothers, 
or brother and sister, who brought light and dark* 
ness, joy and sorrow, who might be called the 
parents of all living things, or themselves the 
children of heaven and earth. One poetical image, if 
poetical it can be called, which occurs very frequently 
in the ancient language of India, is to represent the 
days as the herd of the sun, so that the coming and 
going of each day might be likened to the stepping 
forth of a cow, leaving its stable in the morning, 
crossing the heavenly meadows by its appointed 
path, and returning to its stable in the evening. 
The number of this solar herd would vary according 
to the number of days ascribed to each year. In 
Greek that simple metaphor was no longer present 
to the mind of Homer; but if we find in Homer that 
Helios had seven herds of oxen, fifty in each herd, 
and that their number never grows and never de¬ 
creases, surely we can easily discover in these 350 
oxen the 350 days of the primitive year. And if 
then we read again, that the foolish companions of 
, Hlysse^ did not return to their homes because they 
bad killed the oxen of Helios, may we not here too 
recogmse an old proverbial or mythological expres¬ 
sion, too literally interpreted even by Homer, and 
theitfore turned into mythology? It the original 
phrase ran, that while Ulysses, by never-ceasing toil, 
succeeded in reaching his home, his companions 
wasted their time, or killed the days, i. e. the cattle 
of Hellos, and were therefore punished, nothing 
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would be more natural tlian .that after a time their 
punishment should have been ascribed to their 
actually devouring the oxen in the island <rf Thri- 
nakia; just as St. Patrick, because he converted the 
Irish and drove out the venoftious brood of heresy 
and heathenism, Avas soon believed to have destroyed 
every serpent in that island, or as St. Christopher 
was represented as actually having carried on his 
shoulders the infant Christ, 

All mythology of this character must yield to that 
treatment to which Mr. Cox has subjected the whole 
Greek and Koman pantheon. But there is one point 
that seems to us to deserve more consideration than 
it has hitherto received at the hands of compara¬ 
tive mythologists. We see that, for instance, in 
the very case of St, Patrick, mythological phraseo; 
logy infected the perfectly historical character of 
an Irish missionary. The same may have taken 
place—in fact, we need not hesitate to say the same 
has constantly taken place—in the ancient stories of 
Greece and Rome, as well as in the legends^ of the 
Middle Ages. Those who analyse ancient mythes 
ought, therefore, to be prepared for this historical 
or irrational element, and ought not to suppose that 
everything which has a mythical appearance is 
thoroughly mythical or purely ideal. Mr. Cbx has 
well delineated the general character of the most 
popular heroes of ancient mythology: 

‘ In a very large number of legends [he says], the 
parents, warrilW that their own offspring will de^roy 
them, expose their children, who are saved by some 
wild beast and brought up by some herdsman. The 
children so recovered always grow up beautiful, brave, 
strong, and generous; but, either unconsciously or 
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against their will, they fulfil the wammgs given 
before their birth, and become the destroyers of 
their parents. Perseus, CEdipus, Cyrus, Romultis, 
Paris, are all exposed as infants, are all saved from 
death, and discovered by the splendour of their coun¬ 
tenances and the dignity of their bearing. Either 
consciously or unconsciously Perseus kills Akrisios, 
(Edipus kills Laios, Cyrus kills Astyages, Eomulus 
kills Amulius, and Paris brings about the ruin of 
Priam and the city of Troy.’ 

Mr. Cox supposes that all these names are solar 
names, and that the mythical history of every one of 
these heroes is but a disguise of language. Origin¬ 
ally there must have existed in ancient languages a 
large number of names for the sun, and the sky, and 
the dawn, and the earth. The vernal sun return¬ 
ing with fresh vigour after the deathlike repose of 
winter had a different name from the sun of summer 
and autunm; and the setting sun with its fading 
brilliancy was addressed differently from the' ‘ bride¬ 
groom coming forth out of his chamber,’ or ‘the 
giant rejoicing to run his course.’ Certain names, 
expressions, and phrases sprang up, originally in¬ 
tended to describe the changes of the day and the 
seasons of the year; after a time these phrases be¬ 
came traditional, idiomatic, proverbial; they ceased 
to be literally understood, and were misunderstood 
and misinterpreted into mythical phraseology. At 
first the phrase ‘Perseus will kill Akrisios’ meant 
no more than that light will conquer darkness, that 
the ®in will annihilate the night, that the mom is 
coming. If each day was called the child of the 
night, it might be truly said that the young child 
was destined to kill its parents, that C^ipus must 
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kill Laios®. And if the violet twilight, lokaste, was 
called the wife of the nocturnal Laios, the same name 
of lokaste, as the violet dawn, might be given to the 
wife of (Edipus. Hence that strangely entangled 
skein of mythological sayings which poets and philo¬ 
sophers sought to disentangle as well as they could, 
and which at last was woven into that extraordinary 
veil of horroM which covers the sanctuary of Greek 
religion. 

But if this be so—and, strange as it may sound at 
first, the evidence brought in support of this inter- 

* Professor Comparetti, in his Essay ‘ Bdipo e la Mitologia 
Comparata’ (Pisa, 1867), has endeavoured to combat M. Brdal's 
explanation of the mythe of CEdipus. His arguments are most 
carefully chosen, and supported by much learning and ingenuity 
which even those, who are not convinced by his able pleading, 
cannot fail to appreciate. It is not for me to defend the whole 
theory proposed by M. Breal in his ‘Mythe d'CEdipe’ (Paris, 1863). 
But as Prolessor Comparetti, in controverting the identiBcation of 
Laios with the Sanskrit dtlsa or dtlsya, denies the possibility of 
an Aryan d appearing in Greek as 1, I in defence of my own 
identification of dksahantd with (Kuhn’s ‘Zeitschriit,’ 

vol. V. p. 152), be. allowed to remark that I had supported the 
change of d into 1 in Greek by instances taken from Ahrens, ‘ De 
Dialecto Dorica,’ p. 85, such as Xd 9 i ij=od^i'ij, '0\v(ririv{='Oiv<Taivs, 
and XtVees=:7t<rKoc. If in any of the local dialects* of Greece the 
dental media could assume tire sound of 1, the admissiou of the 
change of a Greek d into a Greek 1 was justified for the purpose 
of explaining the name of one or two among the local heroes of 
ancient Greece, though 1 grant that it might be open to objections if 
admitted in the explanation of ordinary Greek words, such as Xaoc 
or lAtXiTou. If therefore Professor Curtius (* Gruudziige der Grie- 
chischen Etymologie,* p. 325) calls the transition of d into 1 unheard 
of in Greek, he could only have meant the classical Greek, and not 
the Greek dialects, which are nevertheless of the greatest importance 
in the interpretation of the names of local gods and heroes, and in 
the explanation of local legends. *' 
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pretation of mythology is irresistible—it would seem 
to follow that Perseus, and (Edipus, and Paris, and 
Romulus could none of them claim any historical 
reality. Most historians might be prepared to give 
up Perseus, (Edipus, and Paris, perhaps even Romu¬ 
lus and Remus; but what about Cyrus? Cyrus, 
like the other solar heroes, is known to be a fatal 
child; he is exposed, he is saved, and suckled, and 
recognised, and restored to his royal dignity, and by 
slaying Astyages he fulfils the solar jH'ophecy as com¬ 
pletely as any one of his compeers. Yet, for all that, 
Cyrus was a real man, an historical character, whose 
flesh and bone no sublimating process will destroy. 
Here then we see that mythology does not always 
create its own heroes, but that it lays hold of real 
history, and coils itself round it so closely that it is 
diflicult, nay, almost impossible, to separate the ivy 
from the oak, or the lichen from the granite to 
which it clings. And here is a lesson which com¬ 
parative mythologists ought not to neglect. They arc 
naturally bent on explaining everything that can be 
explained; but they should bear in mind that there 
may be elements in every mythological riddle which 
resist etymological analysis, for the simple reaspn 
that their origin was not etymplogical, but historical. 
The name of Cyrus or Koresh has been supposed to 
have some affinity with the Persian name of the 
sun, khvar or khor; and, though this is wrong, it 
can hardly be doubted that the name of Astyages, 
the Median king, the enemy of Cyrus, doomed to 
destruction by a solar prophecy, is but a corruption 
of the Zend name Azhi dah&ka, the destructive ser¬ 
pent, the offering of Ahriman, who was chained by 
Thrafetaona, and is to be killed at the end of days 
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by KeresAspa. Mr. Cox refers several times to this 
Azhi dah4ka and Ms conqueror ThraStaona, and he 
mentions the brilliant discovery of Eug^jne Burnouf, 
who recognised in the struggle between ThraStaona 
and Azhi dah&ka the more famous struggle cele¬ 
brated by Firdusi in the Shahnameh between Feridun 
and Zohak®. If, then, the ''{edic Ahi, the serpent of 
darkness destroyed by Trita, Indra, and other solar 
heroes, is but a mythological name, and if the same 
applies to Azhi dah&ka, conquered by Thra^taona, 
and to the Echidna slain by Phcebus, and to Fafnir 
slain by Sigurd, what shall we say of Astyages killed 
by Cyrus? We refer those wlio take an interest in 
these questions to a posthumous work of one of 
the most learned dignitaries of the Roman Catholic 
Church, the ‘ Zoroastrische Studien’ of F. Windisch- 
mann. The historical character of Cyrus can hardly 
be doubted by any one, but the question whether 
Astyages was assigned to him as his grandfather 
merely by the agency of popular songs, or whether 
Astyages too was a real king, involves very important 
issues, particularly as, according to Windischmann, 
there can be no doubt as to the identity of Darius, 
the Median, of the Book of Daniel, and Astyages.’ 
What is called the history of Media before the time of 
Cyrus is most likely nothing but the echo of ancient 
mythology repeated by popular ballads. Moses of 
Khorene distinctly appeals to popular songs which 
told of Ajdahak, the serpent^ and, with regard to the 
changes of the name, M odj mil® says that the Persians 

* See ‘ Essay on the Zend-Avesta,’ vol. i. p. 98. 

^ Windisohmann, ‘ Zoroastrische Studien,’ p. 138. 

® ‘ Journal Asiatique,’ vol. xi. p. 156. 
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gave to Zohak the name of Pehak, i.e. ten evils,” 
because he introduced ten evils into the world; In 
.Arabic hi,8 name is said to have been'Dedhak, the 
laugher, while his other name Asdoh^tk is explained’ 
as referring .to the disease of his shoulders, where 
two serpents grew up which destroyed’men®. All 
this is popular .mythology. Arising £(om a misun¬ 
derstanding, of the ojd nape, Azhi dahS,ka; find 
we shohlU probably npt be •wrong in supposing 
that even -Pejoces was, a qort’uption of Dehak, 
another ancestor in that Median dynasty wnich 
came to an end in Astyages, the reputed grandfather 
of Cyrus. We can here pnly-point to the problem 
as a warning to comparative mythologists, and re¬ 
mind them, in parting, that as many of the old 
German legend^ were transferred to the Apostles, as 
some of the ancient heathen prophecies were applied 
to the emperor Barbarossa, as tricks performed by 
solar arcbers were told again of a William Tdl, and 
Robin Jlood, and Friar Tuck—nay, as certain ancient 
legends are now told in Germany of Frederick the 
Great—^it does not always follow that heroes of old 
who performed what may be called solar feats are 
therefore nothing but my toes. ,We ought to be pre¬ 
pared, even in the legends of ^Ileraklcs or Meleagros 
or Theseus, to find^some grains of'local history on 
which the sharpest tools of companative mythology 
must bend or break. 

March, 


® ■^Vindi8ohlnann, 1. c. p. 37. 
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W HAT was the ori^nsl intention of the* name of 
Bellerqphon? That bellero, the first part 
of the word, represents gome power of darknesS, 
drought, cold, Finter, or of moral evil, is easy to 
guess. The Oreeks 'say that there was a word t« 
sXXfuo, which signified anything evil or hateful*, and 
was used in that sense by Kalliraachos*. Nay, 
Belleroph'on or Bellerophontes is said to have been 
called also Ellerophontes. That the Greeks in 
general, however, were no longer conscious of the 
appellative power of Belleros, is best proved By the 
fact that, in order to explain the mythe of Belle- 
rophon, they invented, veiy late, it would seem, a 
legend, according to which Bellerophon hkd killed 
a distinguished Corinthian, of the name of Belleros, 
and had fled to Argos or Tyrins to be purified by 
Proetos from the Btditi of *tkat murder. Nothing, 
however, is kno^^in', about this Belleros, and as the 
ordinary accounts represent BellerophoA, as flying to 
Argos after having killed his Brother Deliades, or, 
as he is also called,- Peiren qt Alkimenes, there can 
be little doubj; that the Corinthian nobleman of the 

* Preller, ‘ Gri^diisclie Mythologi«,’ vol. ii. p. 55. 

* Eustath, ad II. p 635; Naeke, ‘Opusc.’ vol. ii. p. 167. 
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name of Belleros Wes his origin entirW desire 
of later mythologists, •^Jho' Iwftind' to explain 
the no ledger' intelligible' name "of ’Bellerophon or 
Bellerophontes. 

Such a name, it-Hs quite clear, wa8 not originally 
without some meaning, and without attempting to 
unravel the whole tragedy o^ Ilijjponoos, who after¬ 
wards monojwlised the name of Bellerophon, it may 
be possible to discover by a strict observance of 
etymological laws, the original form and the original 
purport of this peculiar name. 

With regard to the second half of the name, there 
can be little doubt that in Bellerophon and Bellero¬ 
phontes, phonand phontfis had one and the same 
meaning. Now phon-t6s at the end of com})Ounds 
means the killer, the Sanskrit hau-tfi., killer; and 
therefore phbn can, in our name, hardly mean any¬ 
thing else, and would correspond exactly with the 
Sanskrit han, nom. hA, killing. 

From the reported change in the initial letter of 
Bellerophon, it is easy to sec that it represents a 
labial liquid, and is in fact the well-known digamma 
^olicfunli But it is more difficult to detenninc what 
letters we ought to look for as cori'e&jjonding in other 
languages to the XX of tlm Greek word bellcro. In 
mftny cases Greek XX represents n single 1,' followed 
originally by a sibilant or a^liqdid®. In this manner 
W'e can account for the hirigid I in waXtij and the 
do!ible 1 in #oXXw. n oXiij; corresponds to the Sanskrit 
pjulii {Rv. I. 17&,,5), or purii, gen. puros, whereas 
the oblic^uc cases would represent a ^anskrit adjec¬ 
tive purvd, gen. purv^sya.’’ 4*^s sroXXoi points to a 
-__ 

* See Ahrens, ‘ ]5ial. Dor.’ p. 60. 
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Sanskrit puEV^, oT^et ^inis tp the Sanskrit sArve. 
In Latin, t«o, a ;ddHb],e 1 e^es jts origin not unfre- 
quently to an original ‘ angle 1 or, r followed by 
Thus the double lin juellis, the ^en.' of.mel, honey, 
is explained by the*, Sanskrit * inad.hu, raised to 
madhv-i, and regularly changed'to madv-i, malv-i, 
mall-i. Fel, gen. fellis, is explained by haru in 
haru-spex®, raised to harv-i, halv-i, hall-i, fall-i®. 
Mollis corresponds to Sanskrit mridu, through 
the intermediate links, inardv-i, maldv-i, malv-i, 
mall-i^; nay, if we consider the Vedic word for 
bee, ridu-p&' (liv. VIII. 77, 11), mel, mellis, 
too, might be derived from mridu, and not from 
madhu. According to these analogies, then, the 
Greek jSIxxspo would lead us back to a Sanskrit 
word varvara. This word actually occurs in the 
Sanskrit language, and means haiiy'^, woolly, shaggy, 
rough. It is applied to the negro-like aboiiginal 
inhabitants of India who were conquered and driven 
back by Aryan conquerors, and it has been identified 
with the Greek ^af^fia^os. Sandal-wood, for instance, 
which grows chiefly on the ^lalabar coast, is called in 
Sanskrit barbarottha, sprtmg up among Barbaras, 
because that coast was always held 1^ Tapiulian 
or non-Aryan people. Professor Kuhn, identifying 
barbara and )3a^)Sia/Jo<,-^ refers the ineaning of both 
words, not to the shaggy, or woolljf hair, but to 

the confused speech (IWbutire) of non-Arj’an 

----- 

^ Corssen, ‘ Kritiaclie Beit'rag«,%p. 385. 

® Aulrecht, in Kuhn’s ‘ Zcitschflft;’ vol.lAi. p. 198. 

® As to the ijntercliange of and f in Latin, ^ee Corssen, 
‘Kritische Beitiiige,’ p. 20^} a# to tlie etymology of fel, ibid, 
p. 318. ‘ 

’’ Corssen, 'Kritische Beitrag^p. 3^^. 

VOL. IL N 
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tribes. It will be difficult to prove with what intent 
the Greeks and the Hindus first applied 
and( barbara to tribes differing from themselves 
botli in speech and aspect. It is true that in Greek 
the word occurs for the first time in Homer with a 
special reference to language (‘Iliad,’ii. 876, Kapsg 
; and it\ Sanskrit also the earliest pas¬ 
sage in Avhich barbara is found, refers to speech 
(Kig-veda Pi^tMkhya, Sfitra 784; XIV. 6). But 
the barbaratfi. there mentioned as a fault of pro¬ 
nunciation, is explained by the same word (asauku- 
mdryam) which in Sfitra 778 sen'cs as an explana¬ 
tion of lomasy a; and this lomasya, meaning shag¬ 
giness, is, like the Greek Saff-drijt,’, clearlj' transferred 
from the shagginess of hair (Ionian, hair), to the 
shagginess of pronunciation, so that after all, in 
Sanskrit at least, the original conception of the 
adjective barbara seems to have been shagg}'. 

However tliat may be, it is clear that many words 
for wool are derived from the same root var which 
yielded varvara or barbara. This root means 
originally to cover, and it yielded in Sanskrit ura 
in ura-bhra, ram, i.e. laniger; in Greek sJjsos and 
sp-iov. In the Veda we have likewise the feminine 
lirl, sheep, Rv. Till. 34, 3, 

• lirum n& <lhAnute vifkah, 

‘ (the stone tears the Soma plant) as the wolf tears 
the sheep.’ The wolf is called urAmathi (Rv. VIII. 
66, 8), litei^lly the sheep-shaker, or sheep-lifter. 

' From the same root ate formed, by means of the 
suffix na, the Sanskrit firnfi, wool, particularly of 
sheep; ^fterwards firni\yu, a goat, and a spider; the 
one from wearing, growing, or supplying wool; the 
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other from, as it were, spinning or weaving it. Thus 
the spider is also called in Sanskrit hrna-nibhi and 
hrna-vabhi, literally the wool-weaver; and one of 
the enemies killed by Indra is Aurnavibha, which 
seems to mean a ram rather, a wool-provider, than a 
spider. This hrna, as Bopp has shown, appears again 
in Russian as volna, in Gothic as vulla, r having 
been changed to 1, and In into 11. The same assimila¬ 
tion is found in Latin villus, gen. villi, and veil u s, 
gen. velleris. It might be difficult to convince a 
classical scholar that veil us was not derived from 
the Latin vellere, particularly as Varro himself 
gives that etymology; but it would be equally 
difficult to establish such an etymology by any 
analogies. It is curious, however, to remark, for 
reasons to be explained hereafter, that veil era in 
Latin signifies light, fl.eecy clouds. (Virg. Georg. 1, 
397; Luc. iv. 124.) 

Ura therefore, from a root var, to cover, meant 
originally cover, then skin, fleece, wool. In its 
derivatives, too, these various meanings of the root 
var appear .again and again. Thus lirana/t means 
ram, urawi, sheep; but urhradA, quite a different 
formation, means protector. For instance, with the 
genitive; 

Rv. I. 173, 7. samiStsu tvu sttra satSm ura/tdm pra-pathiatamam, 
‘Thee, O hero, in battles t^ie protector of the brave, the best guide!’ 
Rv. VII. 73, 3. ihema yagnilm pathtim urilatf/i, 

‘ Let us speed the sacrifice, as keepers of the (old) yrays!’ 

With the accusative: 

Rv. III. 19 , 2. (Agnift) devA-tAtim urAnAA, 

‘ Agni, who protects the gods.’ 

Rv. IX. 109, 9. induA punftnW prayftm urAaAA, 

‘ The purified Soma, protecting the people.’ 
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Without any case: 

Rv. IV. 6, 4v (AgniA) pra-dlvaft Tir8n&%, 

‘ Agni, the old guardian.’ See also Rv. IV. 7, 3; VI. 63, 4. 

Now if urwft, wool, meant originally a covering, 
var-na also, which now means colour, would seem 
to have started from the same conception. Colour 
might naturally be conceived as the coveiing, the 
outside, as and Greek combine the 

meanings of skin and colour. From varna, colour 
(brightness), we have in Sanskrit varni, gold, as 
from rhpa, form (beauty), we have rfipya, silver, 
from which Rupee; for we cannot well derive the 
name of silver, the metal, from the figure (nipa) that 
was stamped on a silver coin. 

In the Veda varna appears in the sense of colour, 
of bright colour or light, and of race. 

In the sense of colour in general, varna occurs, 

Rv. I. 73, 7. krishnim ka varwam aru«am kn siini dhuA, 

‘They placed together the dark and the bright colour (of 
night and day).’ 

Rv. I. 113, 2. dyavu varoam Aaratha/i a-minaiif*, 

‘ Day and night move on destroying their colour.’ 

Frequently varna is used in the Veda as implying 
bright colour or light; 

Rv. II. 34, 13. ni-m6ghainiln4A dtyena pSitasd BU-^I-andrdm 
v&rnam dadhire su-pe«asiirn, 

‘ They (the Eudra*) strongly showering down on their horse, 
made shining, beautiful light.’ (On piu?as and its supposed 
connection with Pcgasos, see Kuhn, in his ‘ Zeitschriit,’ 
vol. i. p. 461; and Sonne, ibid. vol. x. p. 174 seq.) 

Rv. II. 1, 12. tdva sparhe vArse, 

‘ In thy sparkling light, O Agni.’ 

Rv. III. 34, 5. prd imdm varnain atirat sukram fisum, 

‘ He, India, spread out the bright light of the dawn.’ 

In the ninth Mandala the colour (varna) of the 
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Soma juice is frequently mentioned, as hdri, nisat, 
siiii, also as asiirya: 

,Rv. X. 3, 3. Agni’/t vi-ti'shrtan rd.«adbhiA y&rmih, 

‘ Agni far-striding with shining colours.’ 

Even without detennining adjectives, vdrna has 
occasionally the sense of light; 

92, 10. samandm vdrnara ahh! surabhamdnd, 

‘ The old Dawn that clothes herself in the same light.’ 

Rv. X. 124, 7. t&li as)’a vArwam sukayah bharibhrati, 

‘ They (the dawns), the bright ones, carry always the light of 
the sun.’ See also Rv. II. 4, 5; II. 5, 5; IV. 15, 3. 

• Hence we may take varna in the same sense in 
another pas.sage, wltcre the commentator explains it 
as Indra, the protector: 

Rv. I. 104, 2. devA'sad inanj’um dtfeasya sfcamnan 
td null &' vakshan suvitaya vArwam, 

‘ The gods broke the pride of Dasa (the enemy); may they 
bring to us light for the sacrifice.’ 

Lastly, vartta means colour, or tribe, or caste, the 
difference in colour being undoubtedly one of the 
principal causes of that feeling of strangeness and 
heterogeneousness which found expression in the name 
of tribe, and, in India, of caste®. The commentators 
generally take varna in the technical sense of caste, 
and refer it to the three highest castes (traivarnika) 
in opposition to the fourth, the j^fidras. 

Rv. III. 34, 9. hatvf ddsyfin prA 4'ryam vArnam AvaA, 

‘Indra, killing the Dasyus (the enemies), has protected tlie 
Aryim colour.’ 

Rv. II. 12. 4. y&li dA'sam vArnam Adharam giihA Akar, 

‘ Indra who brought the colour of the DAsas low in secret.’ 

Rv. II. 8, 5. vArnam punAnu/i ya.sAsam su-vfiam, 

‘ (The heavenly gates) which illuminate the glorious colour 
(race), rich in heroes.’ 

* See my letter to Chevalier Bunsen, ‘ On the Turanian Lan¬ 
guages,’ p. 84. 
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Bat to return to varvara, to which on etymo¬ 
logical grounds we should assign the meaning of 
shaggy, hairy, villosus, it need hardly be said that 
such a word, though it supplies an intelligible mean¬ 
ing of the Greek mythe of Belleros, as slain by 
Bellerophon, does not occur in the Veda among the 
numerous names of the demons slain by Indra, Agni, 
and other bright gods.. The same happens very 
frequently, viz. that Sanskrit supplies us with the 
etymological meaning of a term used in Greek 
mythology, although the corresponding word does 
not occur in the actual or mythological language of 
India. Thus the Greek is easily explained by 

Sv^rfl., or, according to Sonne (Kuhn, ‘ Zeitschrift,’ 
vol. X. p. 36!', vol. ix. p. 202), by VasrA,; but neither 
of these words occurs in the m 3 'thological ])hraseology 
of the Veda. Tliere remains, however, a question 
which has still to be answered, viz. Do we find 
among the demons slain by solar deities, one to 
whom the name of varvara®, in the sense of shaggy, 
would be applicable? and this question we may 
answer with a decided Yes. 

One of the principal enemies or dasas conquered 
bj" Indra is the black cloud. This black cloud con¬ 
tains the rain or the fertilising waters which Indm 
is asked to send down upon the earth, and this he 
can only do by slaying the black demon that keeps 

s EttAXepoc may either be simply identified with varvara, in the 
sense of sJiaggy, or by taking feXXoc as representing the Latin 
villus, an adjective FtWeptit might have been formed, like 
from pBoyoe. The transition into XX appears also in pdXXof, sheepa- 
wool, wjiere the yt represents the labial liquid. See Lobeck, ‘ De 
Prothesi et Aphseresi,’ p. Ill scq.; and Curtius, in Kuhn’s 
‘Zeitschrift,’vol.iiLp.410: juapff=vrik; fidrt)»ss 

vritha. 



BELtEBOPHON. 


183 


them in prison. This black cloud itself is sometimes 
spoken of in the Veda as the black skin: 

Ev. IX. 41, 1. glinantaA kn»h«Jfm 4pa tvAiam, 

‘ Pushing away the black skin, i. e. cloud.’ 

In other places the cloud is called the rain-giving 
and fertilising skin: 

Ev. I. 129, 3. dasmA// h( sma vHslmnam pi’nvasi tvatam, 

‘ For then, the strong hup, fillest the rainy skin.’ 

While thus the cloud itself is spoken of as a black 
skin, the demon of the cloud, or the cloud personified, 
appears in the Veda as a ram, i. e. as a shaggy, hairy 
animal, in fact, ns a 

Thus Urana, tvhich, as we saw before, meant ram 
or laniger, is a name of a demon, slain by Indra: 

Ev. II. 14. Ye priests, bring hither Soma for Indra, pour from 
the bowls the delicious food ! The hero truly always Ipves to 
drink of it; siierificc to the strong, for he desires it! 

Ye priests, he w'ho struck down Vritra, when he had hid the 
waters, as a tree is struck by lightning,—to him W'ho desires 
tl)is Soma, ofter it; for that liidra desires to drink it 1 

Ye priests, he who slew llWbhika, who drove out the cows, for he 
had opened the stable, to him offer this Soma ! Cover him 
with Somas as the wind in the sky, as an old woman covers 
herself W’itli clothes! 

Ye priests, he who slew Uratia, wlio liad shown his ninety-nine 
arms,—^lie who slew down to the ground Arbuda, that Indra 
call hither to the offering of Soma! 

Here Urana is no doubt a proper name, but the 
idea which it suggested originally, could only have 
been that of urana, meaning ram or some other 
shaggy animal. And the same applies to the Greek 
BsXXs^of. Though in Greek it has become a mere 
proper name, its original meaning was clearly that 
of the shaggy ram as the symbol of the shaggy 
cloud, a monstrum villosum, tiiis being the very 
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adjective which Roman poets like to apply to mon¬ 
sters of the same kith and kin, such as Gorge or 
Caens; e.g. Ov. ‘Met.’ x. 21: 

Nec uti villosa eolnbris 
Terna Medussi vincirem giittora monstri, 

‘ iEn.’ viii. 266 (of Cacus): 

Terribilcs oculos, vultum, villosaque aetis ' 

Pectora Bemiferi 

f f ’ 

We cannot therefore claim the name of Belleros 
or Bellerophon for that period of mythology which 
preceded the Ar/an s^pp^aration, a period during 
which such names as Dyaus?f=Zsus, Varuwa=OvpavoV, 
Ushas=’Hfof, Saranyfi=’Ef<vuj,‘ Ahan4=Aa4>«'’) and 
’A5i;vjj, J?ibhu==’Op<ti5os ]laritas=XapiTsj were cur¬ 
rent among the ancient worshippers of the Devas 
or bright gods. But we can see at least this, that 
Bellerophontes had an intelligible meaning, and a 
meaning analogous to that of other names of solar 
heroes, the enemies of the dark powers of nature, 
whether in the shape of night, or dark clouds, or 
winter. In the Veda one of the principal representa¬ 
tives of that class of demons is Vritra, literally the 
coverer, the hider, Avhether of light or rain. Indra, 
the great solar deity of the Veda, is emphatically 
called Vritrahan, the killer of Vritra. It is well 
known that the name of Indra, as the supreme deity 
of the Vedic pantheon, is a name of Indian growth. 
Derived from the same root as indu, drop, it repre¬ 
sents the Jupiter pluvius, whose supremacy among 
the gods of India is fully accounted for by the climatic 
character of that countiy. Dyaus, i.e. Zsog, the god 
of the bright sky, the original supreme deity of the 
undivided Aryans, was replaced in India by Indra, 
«rho is sometimes called the son of Dyaus, so that in 
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India the prophecy of Pi’omethetis may be said to have 
been fulfilled, even before it was uttered under a 
Greek sky. 

But though we must not look in Greek mythology 
for traces of a name like Indra, which did not spring 
into existence before the separation of the Aryans, it 
is not impossible that some of the names of Indra’s 
enemies may hav^ l)een preserved in other countries. 
These enemies were the enemflis of Dyaus and other 
gods as well as of Indra; and as they belong to an 
earlier period, the appearai^qe of |lieir names, in the 
new homes of the Aryan emigrants could have 
nothing to surprise Us. 

One of the names belonging to this class of beings, 
hostile to men and the bright gods, and common to 
India and Greece, I observed manj'^ years ago, and 
having communicated my observation to several of 
my friends, it was mentioned by them even before I 
found an opportunity of laying it before the public, 
and supporting it by sufficient proof. My excellent 
friend. Professor Trithen, whose early death has de¬ 
prived Sanskrit scholarship of a man of real genius 
and higli promise, mentioned my identification of 
Kerberos with the Sanskrit sarvara in a Paper read 
in April 1848, and published in the ‘ Transactions of 
the Philological Societyand another learned friend of 
mine referred to it with aj)proval a few years later, 
though neither of them represented correctly the 
steps by which I had arrived at my conclusion. My 
first point was that, as sarvari in the Veda means 
the night, aarvara must have had the oi'iginal sense 
of dark or pale; 

Rv. V. 52, 3. t6 gyandriwo n6 tikshanaA 4ti gkandanti san’artA, 

‘ These (the Storm-gods), like powerlul bulls, rise orer the dark 
nights (or the dark clouds?).’ 
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My second point was that the r in sarvara may be 
dropt, and this I proved by comparing sarvarika, a 
low, vile man, with savara, a barbarian; or s4rvara‘®, 
mischievous, nocturnal, with s4vara, low, vile. I thus 
arrived at savara, as a modified form of sarvara, 
in the sense of dark, pale, or nocturnal. Lastly, by 
admitting the frequent change of r into 1, I connected 
sabdla, the Ve^ic epithet of the dog of Yama, the 
son of Saraihfi,, with Kerberos, though I drew atten¬ 
tion to the difference in the accent as a jwint that 
still required explanation. Kerberos, therefore, in 
Greek, would have meant originally the dark one, the 
dog of night, watching the' path to the lower world. 
In the Veda we find two such dogs, but they have not 
yet received any proper names, and are without that 
individuality which was imparted to them, by later 
legends. All we learn of them from the Veda is that 
they have four eyes and broad snouts, that their 
colour is dark or tawny, that they guard the road to 
the abode of Yama, the king of the departed, and 
that the dead must |)a68 by them before they can 
come to Yama and the Fathers. They are also said to 
move about among men, as the messengers of Yama, 
to feast on the life of men, so that Yama is implored 
to 2 >rotect men from their fury, while, in other places, 
they themselves are invoked, like Yama and Mrityu, 
to grant a long life to man. As the offspring of SaramA, 
they are called Sarameya; but they have, as yet, no 
real proper names. The same applies to Kerberos. 
His proper name does not occur in Homer, but the 
dog of Hades in Erebos is mentioned by him without 

>0 Durga, in his Commentary on the Nirukta {MS. E. I. H. 357, p. 
223), says of the Dawn: ‘s&rvarena tamasi digdh&ni sarvadravyini 
prak^odakena dhatit&niva karoti.’ 
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fiirther particulai’s. Hesiod is tixe first who mentions 
the name and genealogy of Kerberos, and with him 
he is already fifty-headed, brazen-vdifced, and furious. 
Later poets speak of him as three-headed, wdth ser¬ 
pents for his tail and mane; and at las6 he becomes 
hundred-headed. This Kerberos, as we know, is seized 
by Herakles and brought up to the daylight, though 
thrown back again into Hades. 

But, besides Kerberos, there is another dog con¬ 
quered by Herakles, and as he, like Kerberos, is bom 
of Typhaon and Echidna, we may well look upon 
liim as the brother or ditto' of Kei’beros. He is the 
dog of Geryones, sometimes called Kei’beros himself 
(Palmph. 40); and as Herakles, before conquering 
Kerberos, has first to struggle with Menoetios, the cow¬ 
herd, Ave find that in his eighth labour, too, Herakles 
has to struggle with the cow-herd Eurytion and his 
dog; nay, according to some authorities, Menoetios 
himself takes part again in this struggle. This second 
dog is known by the name of Orthros, the exact copy, 
I believe, of the Vedic Vritra. That the Vedic Vritra 
should appear in Greece in the shape of a dog, need 
not surprise us, particularly as there are traces to 
show that in Greek mythology also he w'as originally 
a monster of a less definite character. We find him, 
in Hesiod’s ‘ Theogony,’ v. 308 seq., among the 
children of Echidna and Typhaon: 

il S’ JiJroKi/ffojuei'i) re'irero cparrpo0;ooi'a TiKva, 

“OpO/ior fiiy 'irpiirov Kvva ytivuTO 
Sfinepoy aJnc iTucTev itp{i\avov, uvti farewy 
Kipjicpoy, wpijirriyj', ’AiSiu niiya ■)(a\i:eofu>yoy, 
TtvTrfKoyTCLKapriyuy, aratiia tc Kparspoy ti. 

Soon after, "OfiSfos, for this is, no doubt, the right 
reading, instead of’'Op9o5, is called the parent of the 
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Nerasean lion. And what indicates still more the 
original meaning of ’’Opipog as a representative of 
darkness struggling with light, is the idiomatic use 
of ofSpof as signifying the time before sunrise. Thus 
we read in Hesiod, ‘O.D.’ 575,of9pooav»(rfa]«.svos, rising 
early, i, e. while the darkness still reigns, and while 
the last portion of the night is not yet driven away 
by the dawn (entre chien et loup). The swallow, too, 
is called dpSjso'yoTj (568), literally the early wailing; 
the cock 6p^j>o^iag, the early caller. Thus we read in 
Horn. ‘ Hymn. Merc.’ 98, 

opfppatr} 2* CTTtKovpoc iirawero daiftoi itj vvi, 

if vXtitaVy Ta^a 2 ’ op$poc iyiyvtTO 

where Ip^pag might simply be translated by Vritna, if 
we consider how, in Vedic phraseology, Vritra is the 
thief who keeps the cows or the rays of the morning 
shut up in his stable, and how the first peep of day is 
expressed by Sararah discovering the dark stables of 
Vritra and the Pams. Of Hermes (the Sararneya) it 
is said (v. 145) that he comes op^ptag, i. e. with Vritra, 
at the time of the final discomfiture of Vritra^', and 
that he comes silently, so that not even the dogs bark 
at him, oure xtivsg XsXaxovro. 

Thus we discover in Herakles, the victor of Orthros, 
a real Vritrahan, what might have been in Greek an 
’Of9po<htov or ’OpSpot^ovrr^g ; and, though the names 
may differ, we now see in Bs7i,Xs|So4)aj«' or BiXT^spo^ovrrig, 
who killed, if not a he-goat (Urana), at least a she- 
goat, i. e. Xlp.atpa, a mere variation of the same solar 
hero, and a reflection of the Vedic Indra Vritrahan. 
Ohimaera, like Orthros and Kerberos, is a being with 

•• The game place where Vritra lies (i. 52, 6, x&gas&h budhn&m) 
is also called the birth-place of Icdra, iv. 1, 11. . 
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three heads or three bodies (rpurmuoirog and rptxi^oi- 
Xos); nay, like Orthros and Kerberos, Chimaera, too, 
is the oflFspring of Typhaon and Echidna. 

Nay, further, although the name of ’OpSpo^c^ or 
'Op^po^ivrrjg has not been preserved in Greek mytho¬ 
logy, it is possible, I think, to discover in Greek 
traces of another name, having the same import in 
Sanskrit, and frequently used as a synonyme of 
vritrahan. This is dasyuhan, the killer of Dasyu. 
Dasyu or d&sa is in the Veda the general name of 
the enemies of the bright gods, as well as of their 
worshippers, the Aryan settlers of India. Dasyu- 
hanta or dasa-hant^ would in Greek assume the 
form of asio^ivrrig^ or, as in some places of ancient 
Greece S was pronounced like this might assume 

Tliat. d and I are interchangeable letters is perfectly true, but 
this gcaieial rule is liable to many limitations as applied to different 
languages. An original 1, lor instance, is hardly ever changed to 
d, and hence the derivation of lingua from lih, to lick, is ver}' 
doubtful; for dingua, which is mentioned as die older form of 
lingua, could well have been changed to lingua, but not vice 
versa. On the .stime ground I doubt whether in adops the d 
represents an original Aryan, 1, although the Grreek iiXttfa, ointment, 
\itra, iat, and San.skrit lip,, to anoint, would seem to support this 
view. My former identlKcation of /ieKtraa and meditor is equally 
untenable. All we can .say for certain is that an original or Aryan 
d may become 1 in Latin: e.g. Sansk. devara, Greek ?a'»/|i)=:Lat. 
levir; San.sk. dih, Goth. deiga=Lat. pol-lingo; Greek laKjw, 
Goth. tagr=Lat. lacru-ma; Greek e<!ipul=Lat. lorica; Greek 
’Ogwfffftiic = Lat. Uly xes. In Latin itself an original d changes dialec¬ 
tically with I, as in odor and*olfacit; impedimenta and impeli- 
menta; dedicare and delicare; cassida and cassila;, sedere 
and solium; praisidium and prtcsilium, and sul in prtesul, &c.; 
dautia and lautia; dingua (tuggo Goth.) and lingua; Medicte 
andMelicffi; rediviaand reluvium, if from reduo, like induvi®, 
and not from luo, as proposed by Festus ; Diumpais (Osc.) and 
lymphis; Akudunnia (Osk.) and Aquilonia, of unknown origin, 
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the form of Now this Leophontes occure 

in Greelc mythology as another name of Bellerophoh, 
and it is clear that the meaning of that name could 
not have been lion-killer, for that would have been 
Leontophontes, but that it could only signify killer of 
whatever is expressed by Xsai or Sem. 

It is perfectly true that the change of d into 1 is 
in Greek restricted to certain dialects, and that it 
cannot be admitted as a general rule, unless there be 
some new evidence to that effect. Were it not so, 
one might feel inclined to trace even the common 
Greek word for people, Xao'c, back to the same source 
as the Sanskrit d4sa. For dasyu, meaning origin¬ 
ally enemies, hostes, assumed in Zend danhu and 
daqyu, the sense of province,—a transition of meaning 
which is rendered intelligible by the use of dahyu in 
the cuneiform inscriptions, where Darius calls himself 
king of Persia and king of the Dahyus, i. e. of the 
conquered people or provinces The same transition 
of meaning must be admitted in Greek, if, as Pro¬ 
fessor Pott suggests, the Greek os(r.s-dTT}s and oeV-woit-a 
correspond to Spnskrit d&sa-pati and d&sA-patni, 
in the sense of lord of subjects. The only difficulty 
here, would be the retention of the s of dft.sA, which, 
according to general practice, would have been dropt 
between two vowels. The true form of dfl-sd in 
Greek would be Sdoj or Setoj-. Ado's is well known 
as a name of slaves, but it admits of a different 
explanationThe adjective' Saiog, however, or oiijiog, 

bat with original <1, as proved even bj the modem name Lacedogna. 
In Greek the same dialectic change is recorded in Xafi't)s=c<ifrii, 
XlttKot = Ztaxue, ’OXvir^tv{=!'OSv<r<rtifc- 

IS Lassen, ‘ Zeitschriil fUr die Kunde des Morgenlandes,’ voL vi. 

p. 12. 

See Niebuhr, ‘ Kleinere Schriften,’ vol. i. p. 377.* 
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hostile, is clearly derived from the same source, the 
r<Jot being das, to perish; though it is true that in 
its frequent application to fire, the adjective Sdi'og 
might also be referred to the root du, to burn^®. 
After we have Ance discovered on Greek soil the 
traces of d&sa in the sense of enemy, we see clearly 
that Leophontes, as the name of Bellerophon, could 
not have meant originally the killer 6f the people, but 
only the killer of enemies. And if Leophontes meant 
the killer of enemies or fiends, it can only be ex¬ 
plained as corresponding to the Sanskrit d^sahant^, 
the destroyer of enemies, these enemies being the 
very Dasas or demons of the Veda, such as Vritra 
(’'OpSpoy), NarnuH (’AjayxoV) *Sarabara^^, and others. 


Kovmnber, 18.')5 


See Aiifreclit, in Kuhn’s ‘ Zcitschrift,’vol. vii. p. 312; Pott, 
ibid. vol. viii. p. 428. 

A. Pick, in Benfey’s ‘Orient und Occident,’ vol. iii. p. 126. 

Sambara, a very common name of a (lemon slain by Indra, 
invites comiiarison with .sabara and sarbara, the Sanskrit original 
of Kerberos. In the Zend-Avesta, too, srvara occurs as the name 
of a serpent (azhi). 

’* Some critical remarks on the subject of this article may be 
seen in Professor Pott’s ‘ Etyraologisohe Porschungen,’ second 
edition, vol. ii. p. 7-14, 
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XX. 

THE NORSEMEN IN ICELAND 


T here is, after Anglo-Saxon, no language, no 
literature, no mythology so full of interest ibr 
the elucidation of the earliest history of the race 
which now inhabits these British Isles as the Ice¬ 
landic. Nay, in one respect, Icelandic heats every 
other dialect of the great Teutonic family of speech, 
not excepting Anglo-Saxon and Old High-German 
and Gothic. It is in Icelandic alone that we find 
complete remains of genuine Teutonic heathendom. 
Gothic, as a language, is more ancient than Ice¬ 
landic; but the only literary work which we j)Ossess 
in Gothic is a translation of tlie Bible. The Anglo- 
Saxon literature, with the exception of the Beowulf, 
is Christian. The old heroes of the Nibelunge, 
such as we find them represented in the Suabian 
epic, have been converted into church-going knights; 
whereas, in the ballads of the Elder liklda, Sigurd 
and Brynhild appear before us in their full pagan’ 
grandeur, holding nothing sacred but their love, and 
defying all laws, human and divine, in the name of 
that one almighty passion. The Icelandic contains 
the key to many a riddle in the English language, 

• ‘The Noi-semen in Iceland.’ By Dr. G. W. Dosent. ‘Oxford 
Essays,’ 
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and to ma,ny a mystery in the .Einglish character. 
Though the Old Norse is but a dialect of the same 
language which the Angles and Saxons brought to 
Britain, though the Norman blood is tihe same blood 
that floods and ebbs in every German heart, yet there 
is an accent of defiance in that rugged Northern 
speech, and a spring of daring madness in that throb¬ 
bing Northern heart, Avhich marks the Northman 
wherever he appears, whether in. Iceland or in Sicily, 
whether on the Seine, or on the Thames. At the 
beginning of the ninth century, when the great 
Northern exodus began, Europe, as Dr. Dascnt re¬ 
marks, ‘ was in danger of becoming too comfortable. 
The two nations destined to run neck-and-neck in 
the great race of civilisation, Frank and Anglo-Saxon, 
had a tendency to become dull and lazy, and neither 
could arrive at perfection till it had been chastised 
by the Norsemen, and finally forced to admit an 
infusion of Northern blood into its sluggish veins. 
The vigour of the various branches of the Teutonic 
stock may be measured by the proportion of Norman 
blood which they received; and the national cha¬ 
racter of England owes more to the descendants of 
Hrolf Ganger than to the followers of Hengist and 
Horsa.’ 

But what is known of the early history of the 
Norsemen? Theire was the life of reckless free¬ 
booters, and they had- no time to dream and ponder 
on the past, which they had left behind in Norway. 
Where they settled as colonists or as rulers, their 
own traditions, their very language, were soon for¬ 
gotten. Their language has nowhere struck root on 
foreign ground, even where, as in .Normandy, they 
became earls of Rouen, or, as in these islw, kings 
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of England. Tfifere is but one exception—Iceland. 
Iceland was discovered, peopled, and civilised by 
Norsemen iii the ninth century; and, in the nine¬ 
teenth century, the language spoken there is still 
the dialect of Harold Fairhair, and the stories told 
there are still the stories of the E^a, or the Vene¬ 
rable Grandmother. Dr. Dasent gives us a rapid 
sketch of the first landings of the Norwegian refugees 
on the fells and forths of Iceland. He describes how • 
love of freedom drove the subjects of Harold Fair- 
hair forth from their home ; how the Teutonic tribes, 
though they loved their kings, the sons of Odin, and 
sovereigns by the grace of God, detested the dictator¬ 
ship of Harold. ‘He was a i»ighty warrior,’ so says 
the ancient Saga, ‘ and laid Norway under him, and 
. put out of the way some of those who held districts, 
and some of them he drove out of the land; and, 
besides, many men escaped out of Norway because of 
the overbearing of Harold Fairhair, for they would 
not stay to be subject to him.’ These early emigrants 
were pagans, and it was not till the end of the tenth 
century that Christianity reached the Ultima Thule 
of Europe. The missionaries, however, who con¬ 
verted the fi-eemen of Iceland were freemen them¬ 
selves. They did not come with the pomp and the 
pretensions of the Church of Rome. They preached 
Christ rather than the Pope; they taught religibn 
rather than theology. Nor were they afraid of the 
old heathen gods, or angry with every cfistom that 
was not of ■Christian growth. Sometimes this tole¬ 
rance may have been carried too far, for jve read of 
kings, like Helgi, ‘ mixed in their faith, wht>‘ trusted 
in Qhrist, but at the same time int^oked 'Aior’s aid 



they went to se^ ^or got into miy diffi- 
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culty.’ But, on the whole, the kindly feeling of the 
Icelandic priesthood toward the national traditions 
and customs and prejudices of their converts most 
have been beneficial. Sons and daughters were not 
forced to call the gods whom their fathere and mothers 
had worshipped,, devils; and they were alloAved to 
use the name of Allfadir, whom they had invoked 
in the prayers of their childhood when praying to 
Him who is‘Our Father in Heaven.’ 

The Icelandic missionaries had peculiar advantages 
in their relation to the system of paganism which 
they came to combat. Nowhere else, perhaps, in the 
whole history of Christianity, has the missionary been 
bi'ought face to face ynth a race of gods who were 
believed by their own worshippers to be doomed to 
death. The missionaries had only to proclaim that 
Balder was dead, that the mighty Odin and Thor 
were dead. The people knew that these gods were 
to die, and the message of the One Ever-living God 
must have touched their eat^ and their hearts with 
comfort and joy. Thus, while in Germany the priests 
were occupied for a long time in destroying every 
trace of heathenism, in condemning every ancient lay. 
as the work of the devil, in felling sacred trees, and 
abolishing national ^customs, the missionaries of Ice¬ 
land were able to take a more charitable view of the 
past, and they became the keepers of those very 
poems, and Taws, and proverbs, and Runic inscrip¬ 
tions, which oh the Continent had to be put down 
with inquisitorial cruelty. The men to whom the 
collection of the ancient pagan poetry of Iceland is 
commonl}^ascribed were men of Christian learning; 
the one, the founder of a public school; the other, 
famous as the author of a history of the . North, the 
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‘ Heimskringla.’ It is owing to their labours that 
wre know anything of the ancient religion, the tradi¬ 
tions, the maxims, the habits of the Norsemen, and it 
is from these sources that Dr. Dasent has drawn his 
stores of information, and composed his vigorous and 
living sketch of primitive Northern hfe. It is but 
a sketch, but a sketch that will bear addition and 
completion. Dr, Dasent dwells most fully on the 
religious system of Iceland, which is the same, at 
least in its general outline, as that believed in by all 
the members of the Teutonic family, and may truly 
be called one of the various dialects of the primitive 
religious and mythological language of the Aryan 
race. There is nothing more interesting than reli¬ 
gion in the whole history of man. By its side, poetry 
and art, science and law, sink into comparative insig¬ 
nificance, Dr, Dasent, however, has not confined his 
Essay to the religious life of Iceland. He has added 
some minute descriptions of the domestic habits, the 
dress, the armour, the diet, the laws and the customs 
of the race, and he has proved himself well at home 
in the Icelandic homestead. One thing only we 
miss—an account of their epic poetry; and this, we 
believe, would on several points have fuimshed a 
truer picture of the veiy early and purely pagan life 
of the Norsemen than the extracts from their his¬ 
tories and law books, which are more or less, if not 
under the influence of Christianity, at least touched 
by the spirit of a more advanced civilisation. The 
old poems, in their alliterating metre, were proof 
against later modifications. We probably possess 
what we do possess of them, in its original form. As 
they were composed in Norway in the sixth century 
after Christ, they were carried to Iceland in the 
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ninth, and written down in the - eleventh century. 
The prose portions of the Old Edda, and still more 
of the Young Edda, may be of later origin. They 
betray in many instances the hand of a Christian 
writer. And the same applies to the later Sagas 
and law books. Here much is still to be done by 
the critic, and we look forward with great interest 
to a fuller inquii-y into the age of the various parts 
of Icelandic literature, the history of the MSS., the 
genuineness of their titles, and similar questions. 
Such subjects are hardly fit for popular treatment, 
and we do not blame Dr. Dasent for having passed 
them over in his Essay. But the translator of the 
Younger Edda ought to tell us hereafter what is the 
history of this, and of the older collection of Icelandic 
j)oetry. How do we know, for instance, that Saemund 
(1056-1133) collected the Old, Snorro Sturlason’ 
(1178-1241) the Young Edda? ilow do we know 
that the MSS. which we now possess, have a right to 
the title of Edda? All this rests, as far as we know, 
on the authority of bishop Brynjulf Swendsen, who 
discovered the ‘ Codex regius ’ in 1643, and wrote on 
the copy of it, with his own hand, the title of ‘ Edda 
Saemundar hinns froda.’ None of the MSS. of the 
second, or Prose Edda, bear that title in any well- 
authenticated form; still less is it known whether 
Snorro composed either part or the whole of it. All 
these questions ought to be answered, as far as they 
can be answered, before we can hope to see the life 
of the ancient Norsemen drawn with truthfulness and 
accuracy. The greater part of the poems, however, 
bear an expression of genuineness which cannot be 
challenged; and a comparison of the mythology of the 
Edda with that of the Teutonic tribes, and again, m 
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a more general manner, with that of the other Indo- 
Germanic races, is best calculated to convince the 
sceptic that the names and the legends of the Eddie 
gods are not of late invention. There are passages 
in the Edda which sound like verses from the Veda. 
Dr. Dasent quotes the following lines from the Elder 
Edda: 

’Twas the morning of time, 

When yet naught was, 

Nor sand nor sea were there, 

Nor cooling streams; 

Barth was not formed, 

Nor heaven above; 

A yawning gap there was. 

And grass nowhere. 

A hymn of the Veda begins in a very similar way: 

Nor Aught nor Naught existed; yon bright sky 
Was not, nor heaven’s broad woof outstretched above. 

What covered all ? what sheltered ? what concealed 7 
Was ft the water’s fathomless abyss? &c. 

There are several mythological expressions com¬ 
mon to the Edda and Homer. In the Edda, man is 
said to have been created out of an ash tree. In 
Hesiod, Zeus creates the third race of men out of ash 
trees; and that this tradition was not unknowm to 
Homer, we learn from Penelope’s address to Ulysses: 
‘ Tell me thy family, from whence thou art; for thou art 
not sprung from the olden tree, or from the rock,’ 
There are, however, other passages in the Edda, 
particularly in the PTOse Edda, which ought to be 
carefully examined before they are admitted as evi¬ 
dence on the primitive paganism of the Norsemen, 
The Prose Edda was written by a man who mixed 
classical learning and Christian ideas with Northern 
traditions. This is clearly seen in the preface. But 
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traces of the same influence may be discovered in 
other parts, as, for instance, in the Dialogue called 
Gylfi’s Mocking. The ideas which it contains are 
meant to be pagan, but are they really pagan in their 
origin? Dr. Dasent gives the following extract: 

‘ Who is first and eldest of all gods? He is called 
Allfadir (the Father of All, the Great Father) in 
our tongue. He lives from all ages, and rules over 
his realm, and sways all things, great and small. He 
made heaven and earth, and the sky, and all that 
belongs to them; and he made man, and gave him a 
soul that shall live and never perish, though the 
body rot to mould or burn to ashes. All men that 
are right-minded shall live and be with him in the 
place called Vingolf: but wicked ones fare to HeU, 
and thence into Niflhell, that is, beneath in the mnth 
world.’ 

We ask Dr. Dasent, Is this pure, genuine, unso¬ 
phisticated paganism? Is it language that Sigurd 
and Brynhild would have understood ? Is that All¬ 
fad ir really nothing more than Odin, who himself 
must perish, and whom at the day of doom the wolf, 
the Fenris-wolf, was to swallow at one gulp? We 
can only ask the question here, but we doubt not 
that in his next work on the antiquities of the 
Northern races. Dr. Dasent will give us a full and 
complete answer, and thus satisfy the curiosity 
which he has raised by his valuable contribution 
to the ‘ Oxford Essays.’ 

July, 1858. 
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FOLK-LORE^ 

A s the science of language has supplied a new 
basis for the science of mythology, the science 
of mythology bids fair, in its turn, to open the way to a 
new and scientific study of the folk-lore of the Aryan 
nations. Not only hav| the radical and formal elements 
of language been proved to be the same in India, 
Greece, Italy, among the Celtic, Teutonic, and Slavonic 
nations, not pnly have the names of many of their 
gods, the forms of their worship, and the main¬ 
springs of their religious sentiment been traced back 
to one common Aryan source; but a further advance 
has been made. A my the, it was ai’gued, dwindles 
dowm to a legend, a legend to the tale; and if the 
mythes were originally identical in India, «Greece, 
Italy, and Germany, why should not the tales also 
of these countries show some similarity even in the 
songs of the Indian Ayah and the English nurse? 
There is some truth in this line of argument, but 
Acre is likewise great danger of error. Granted that 
words and mythes were originally identical among 
all the members of the Aryan family, granted likewise 
that they all, went through the same vicissitudes, 

* ‘ Curiosities of ibtdo-EiiropeBn Tradition and Folk-Lcare.’ By 
W. K. Kelly. London: Cbapman sad Hail, 1868. 
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would it not follow that, as no sound scholar thinks 
of comparing Hindustani and English, or Italian 
and Russian, no attempt at comparing the modem 
tales of Europe to the modern tales of India could 
ever lead to any Satisfactory results? The tales, 
or MUhrchen, are the modem patois of mytho¬ 
logy, and if they are to become the sufeject of 
scientific treatment, the first task that has to be 
accomplished is to trace "back each modem tale to 
some earlier legend, and. each legend to some primi¬ 
tive mythe. And here it is very important to remark 
tliat, although originally our popular tales were 
reproductions of more ancient legends, yet after a 
time a general taste was create(| for marvellous stories, 
and new ones were invented, in large numbers, when¬ 
ever they were required, by every grandmother and 
every nurse. Even in these purely imaginative tales, 
analogies may no doubt be discovered with more 
genuine tales; because they were made after original 
patterns, and, in many cases, were mere variations of 
an ancient air. But if we tried to analyse them by 
the same tests as the gemyne tales, if we attempted 
to recogrfise in them the features of ancient legends, 
or to discover in these fanciful strains the key-notes 
of sacred mythology, we should certainly share the 
fate of those valiant knights who were led through 
an enchanted forest by the voices of fairies till they 
found themselves landed in a bottomless quagmire. 
Jacob Grimm, as Mr. Kelly tells us in his work on 
‘ Indo-European Tradition and Folk-Lore,’ was the 
first scholar who pointed out the unportance of col¬ 
lecting all that could be saved ,of popular stories, 
customs, sayings, superstitions, and beliefs. His 
‘ German Mythology’ is a storehouse of such curiosi- 
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ti^a, and, together with his collection of Mahrchen, 
it shows how much there is still floating about of the 
■most Micient language, thought, fancy, and belief, that 
might be, and ought to be, collected in every part of 
the world. The Norse Tales lately published by 

Dr. Dasent are another instance that shows how 

* 

much there is to reward the labours of a careful col¬ 
lector and a thoughtful interpreter. Sufficient mate¬ 
rial has been collected to enable scholars to see that 
these tales and translations are not arbitrary inven¬ 
tions or modem fictions, but that their fibres cling in 
many instances to the very germs of ancient language 
and ancient thought. Among those who, in Germany, 
have followed in the track of Grimm, and endea¬ 
voured to trace the modern folk-lore back to its most 
primitive sources, the names of Kuhn, Schwartz, 
Mannhardt, and Wolf held a prominent place, and it 
has been the object of Mr. Kelly to make known to 
us in his book the most remarkable discoveries which 
have been achieved by the successors and country¬ 
men of Jacob Grimm in this field of antiquarian 
research. 

Mr. Kelly deserves great credit for the pains he 
has taken in mastering this difficult subject, but we 
regret the form in which he has thought fit to com¬ 
municate to an English public the results of his 
labours. He tells us that a work by Dr. Kuhn, ‘ On 
the Descent of Fire and the Drink of the Gods,’ is his 
chief authority; but he adds: 

‘ Although the very difleren#hature of ray work 
has seldom allowed me to translate two or three con¬ 
secutive sentences from Dr. Kuhn’s elaborate treatise, 
yet I wish it to be fully understood that, but for the 
latter, the ftamer could not have been written. I am 
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the more bound to state this once for all, as em¬ 
phatically as I can, because the very extent of my 
indebtedness has hindered me from acknowledging 
ray obligations to Dr. Kuhn, in the text or in foot¬ 
notes, as constantly as I have'done in most other 
cases.’ 

We cannot help considering this an unsatisfactory 
arrangement. If Mr. Kelly had given a translation of 
Dr. Kuhn’s Essay, English readers would have known 
whom to hold responsible for the statements, many 
of them very startling, as to the coincidences in the 
tales and traditions of the Aryan nations. Or, again, 
if Mr. Kelly had ■written a book of his own, we should 
have had the same advantage; for he would, no doubt, 
have considered .himself bound to substantiate every 
fact quoted from the Edda or from the Veda by a suit¬ 
able reference. As it is, the reader’s curiosity is cer¬ 
tainly excited to the highest degree, but his incredulity 
is in no way relieved. Mr. Kelly does not tell us that 
he is a Sanskrit or an Icelandic scholar, and hence we 
naturally infer that, his assertions about the gods of 
the Indian iftnd Northern pantheons are borrowed 
from Dr. Kuhn and other German writers. But, if so, 
it would have been far preferable to give the ipsis- 
sima verba of these scholars, because, in descriptions 
of ancient forms of belief or superstition, the slightest 
change of expression is apt to change the whole bear¬ 
ing of a sentence. Many of Dr. Kuhn’s opinions have 
been challenged and controverted by his own country¬ 
men—by Welcker, Bunsen, Pott, and others; some he 
has successfully supported by new evidence, others 
he may be supposed to have surrendered. All this 
could not be otherwise in a subject so new and neces¬ 
sarily so full of guess-work as the study of folk-lore. 
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and it detracts ia no way from the value of the 
excellent essays in which Dr. Kuhn and others have 
amlysed various mythes of the Aryan nations. All 
we insist on is this, that before we can accept any 
conclusions as to the Vedic character of Greek gods, 
or the deep meaning of so whimsical a custom as 
divination with the sieve and shears, we must have 
.chapter and verse from the Veda, and well authenti¬ 
cated descriptions of the customs referred to. People 
do not object to general assertions about the Bible, 
or Homer, or Virgil, or Shakespeare, because here 
they can judge for themselves, and would not mind 
the trouble of checking statements which seem at all 
startling. But if they are asked to believe that the 
Veda contains the true theogony •of Greece, that 
Orpheus is iJibhl, or the wind, that the Charites 
are the Vedic Haritas, or horses, the Erinnys Sara- 
«yh, or the lightning, they will naturally insist on 
evidence such as should enable them to judge for 
themselves, before assenting to even the most plausible 
theories. What authority is there for saying (p. 14) 
that— 

‘The Sanskrit tongue in which the Vedas are 
written, is the sacred language of India; that is to 
say, the oldest language, the one which was spoken, 
as the Hindus believe, by the gods themselves, when 
gods and men were in frequent fellowship with each 
other, from the time when Yama descended from 
heaven to become the first of mortals.’ 

The Hindus, as far as we know, never say -that the 
gods spoke Vedic as opposed to ordinary Sanskrit; 
they never held that during the Vedic period the gods 
liv^ in more fr^pent fellowship with men * 
never speie^ of Yema as descending from heaven to 
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become the first of mortals. These are three mistakes, 
or at least three entirely un-Indian ideas, in one sen¬ 
tence. Again, when we are told (p. 19) that, ‘in the 
Vedas, Yama is the first lightning-born mortal,’ we 
imagine that this is a simple statement from the Veda, 
whereas it is a merely hypothetical and, we believe, 
erroneous view of the nature of Yama, drawn“‘from 
the interpretation of the names of some Vedic deities. 
If given as a guess, with all its pros and cons, it 
would be valuable; if given, as here, as a simple fact, 
it is utterly deceptive. 

In'page 18 we are told; 

‘ On the whole, it is manifest that all these divine 
tribes, Maruts, iJibhus, Bhrigus, and Angiras, are 
beings identical in nature, distinguished from each 
other only by their elemental lanctions, and not 
essentially diflPerent from the Pitns or fathers. The 
latter are simply the souls of the pious dead.’ 

Now these are strong and startling assertions, but 
.again given dogmatically, and without any proof. 
The Pitris are, no doubt, the fathers, and they might 
be called the souls of the pious dead ; but, if so, they 
have no elementary origin, like the gods of the storms, 
the days, and the seasons; nor can they have any 
elementary functions. To say that the Pitris or 
Manes shone as stars to mortal eyes (p. 20) is 
another assertion that requires considerable limita¬ 
tion, and is apt to convey as false an idea of the 
primitive faith of the Vedic Kishis, as when (p. 21) 
we read that the Apas (waters) are cloud-maidens, 
brides of the gods, or navigators of the celestial 
sea (n&vya/i), and that the Apsaras are damsels 
destined to delight the souls of hejipes, the houris, in 
fact, of the Vedic paradise. The'|ie‘rms of soiro of 
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these ideas may, perhaps, be discovered in the hymns 
of the Veda, but to speak thus broadly of a Vedic 
paradise, of houris, and cloud-maidens, is to convey, 
as fer as we can judge from texts and translations 
hitherto published, an utterly false idea of the simple 
religion of the Vedic poets. 

One other instance must suffice. At the end of 
the sixth chapter, in order to explain •^hy a healing 
virtue is ascribed in German folk-lore to the mistletoe 
and the ash, Mr. Kelly makes the following statement: 
‘ This healing virtue, which the mistletoe shares with 
the ash, is a long-descended tradition, for the Kusht/ta, 
the embodiment of the Soma, a healing plant of the 
highest renown among the Southern Aryans, was one 
that grew beneath the heavenly A-svattha.’ We tried 
in vain to understamd the exact power of the for 
in this sentence. Great stress is laid in Northern 
Mythology on the fact that the mistletoe grows upon 
a'tree, and does not, like all other plants, spring from 
the eai'th. But the Kusht^a is never said to grow 
upon the heavenly Asvattha, which Mr. Kelly trans¬ 
lates by religious fig, but beneath it. In fact, it is 
the Asvattha, or Pippal, which, if found growing on 
another tre.e, the Sami (Acacia Suraa), is considered 
by the Brahmans as peculiarly fitted for sacrificial 
purposes. The for, therefore, must refer to something 
else as forming the tertium comparationis between 
the mistletoe and thc>KushtAa. Is it their healing 
power? Hardly; for, m the case of the mistletoe, the 
healing power is a popular superstition, in the case of 
the KushtAa, the Costus Speciosus,, it is, we be¬ 
lieve, a medicinal fact. We suppose, therefor^, that 
Mr, Kelly perceived the similarity between the Ger- 
mati and the Indian plants to consist in this, that the 
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KuehfAa was really an embodiment of Soma, for in 
another passage he says: 

‘Besides the earthly Soma, the Hindus recognise 
a heavenly Sonia or Amrita (ambrpsia), that drops 
from the imperishable Asvattha or Peepul (Ficus 
Keligiosa), out of which the immortals shaped the 
heaven and the earth. Beneath this mighty tree, 
which spreads its branches over the third heaven, 
dwell Yama and the Pitris, and quaff the drink of 
immortality with the gods. At its foot grow plants 
of all healing virtue, incorporations of the Soma.’ 

Mr. Kelly then proceeds to remark that ‘ the paral¬ 
lelism between the Indian and the Iranian world tree 
on the one hand, and the ash Yggdrasil on the other, 
is very striking.’ We shall pass by the Iranian world 
tree, the fact being that the Zend-Avesta does not 
recognise one, but always speaks of two trees*. But 
fixing our attention on Mr. Kelly’s comparison of what 
he calls the Indian world tree and the ash Yggdrasil, 
the case would stand thus; The Hindus believe in the 
existence of a Pippal tree (Ficus Religiosa) that 
drops Soma (Asclepias Acida), at the foot of which 
grows the KuslU/ia (Costas Specios'us), a medicinal 
plant, the incorporation of the Soma dropping from 
the Pippal. As there is a similarity between the ash 
Yggdrasil and the Pippal, both representing originally, 
as is maintained, the clouds of heaven,therefore a heal¬ 
ing virtue .was ascribed to the ash and the mistletoe 
by the Aryans that came to settle in Europe. We 
will not deny that if the fects, as here stated, were 
quite correct, some similarity of conception might be 
discovered in the German Yggdrasil and the Indian 


* See vol. i. p. l.'iC. 
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Pl'pp&l. Bat did the Bmhmans ei’er believe in a 

Pippal dropping Soma, and in fliat Soma becoming 
emMied in a Costas? Mr. Kelly here, for once, 
gives a reference to Eig-ved^ 11. 164, which, as we 
find from the original work of Dr. Kuhn, is intended 
for Rig-veda 11.164, 19-22. In that hymn the word 
Kusht/ta never occurs. A tree is indeed mentioned 
there, but i( is not called Asvattha, nor is it said to 
drop Soma, nor is there any allusion to the fact that 
heaven and earth were made of that tree. All that 
can be gathered from the extremely obscure L'lnguage 
of that hymn is that the fruit of the tree there 
(lescribed is called Pippala, that birds settle on it 
eating that fruit, that they sing prjiises in honour of 
a share of immortaliljp^ and that these birds are called 
eaters of sweet things. That the word used for ‘ im¬ 
mortality ’ may mean Soma, that the word meaning 
‘ sweet ’ may stand for the same beverage, is per¬ 
fectly true; but, even if that conjectural rendering 
should be adopted, it would still leave the general 
meaning of the verses far too obscure to justify us in 
making them the basis of any mythological compari¬ 
sons. As to the Kusht/ia—the Costus Speciosus, 
which is said to be called in the Rig-veda an incor¬ 
poration of Soma, we doubt whether such a word ever 
occurs in the Rig-veda. It is mentioned in the mys¬ 
tical formulas of the Atharva-veda, but there again 
it is called, indeed, the friend of Soma (Ath.-veda 
V. 4, 7), but not its embodiment; nor is there any 
statement that under the Asvattha tree there men¬ 
tioned the gods drink Soma, but simply that Yama 
drinks there with the gods. 

It is impossible to be too careful in tliese matters, 
otherwise everything becomes everything. Although 
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Mr. Kelly takes it for granted tiiat the poets of the 
Veda knew a tree similar to the tree Yggdrasil—a 
world tiee, or a cloud tree, or whatever else it maybe 
called—^there is not* a single passage tibat has been 
brought forward in support by Mr. Kelly or by 
Dr. Kuhn himself, which could stand a more severe 
criticism. When the poets exclaim, ‘What wood, 
what tree was it, of which they made heavai and 
earth? ’—this means no more in the ancient language 
of religious poetry than, Out of what material were 
heaven and earth formed ? As to the tree Ilpa—-or 
more correctly, Ilya—nothing is known of it beyond 
its name in one of the latest works of Vedic litera¬ 
ture, the Upanishads, and the remarks of so modern 
a commentator as (Sankara. Th^ is no proof what¬ 
ever of anything like the conception of the Yggdrasil 
having entered the thoughts of the Vedic poets; and 
to ascribe the healing virtue of ash or mistletoe to 
any reminiscence of a plant, KushfAa, that might 
have grown imder a Vedic fig tree, or Soma tree, or 
Yggdrasil, is to attempt to lay hold of the shadow of 
a dream. 

There is but one way in which a comparative study 
of the popular traditions of the Aryan nations can 
lead to any satisfactory result. Let each tale be 
traced back to its most original form, let that form be 
analysed and interpreted in strict accordance with the 
rules of comparative philology, and after the kernel, 
or the simple and original conception of the mythe, 
has been found, let us see how the same conception 
and the same mythe have gradually expanded and 
become diversified under the bright sky of India 
and in the forests of Germany. Before the Northern 
Yggdrasil is compared to a supposed Indian world 
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tree it is sbsdidteij^.necessary to gain s clear insight 
iiU» the nature of ^emythe of Yggdrasil. Tfaatmythe 
seems to be of « decidedly cosmogcmic and philoso¬ 
phical character. The tree seems to express the 
UniTerse. It is said to have thr^ roots—one in 
l^iflheim, near the wdl called Hvergelmir; a 
second in Jbtunheini, near the well of the wise 
Mimir; and a third in heaven, near the well of 
Viirdh. Its branches embrace the whole world. In 
heaven the gods hold their meetings under the shadow 
of this tree, near the well of Vurdh. The place is 
guarded by the three Nornas (Vurdh, Verdhandi, 
and Skuld,—Past, Present, and Future), who vfater 
the roots of the tree wkh the water of V urdh. In the 
crown of the tree.,8itB an eagle, a^d in the well of 
Hvergelmir lies the serpent Nidhhggr, and gnaws 
its roots. In none of these conceptions are there any 
clear traces of clouds or thunderstorms; but if there 
were, this would be the very reason why the Yggdra- 
sil could not be compared to the Indian Asvattha, in 
which no ingenuity will ever discover either a bank 
of clouds or a thunderstorm. 


Deem^, 1863 . 
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W E should before now have brought the Eev, 
Dr, Callaway’s collection of the Nursery* Tales, 
Traditions, and Histories of the Zulus to the notice 
of our readers, if we had not been waiting for a new 
instalment of his interesting work. Dr. Callaway 
calls what he has "Jiublished the first part of the fii’st 
volume, and as this first part contained only about 
three or four s^^eets, we looked forward to a speedy 
continuation. The fact is that one cannot well fiarm 
an opinion of the real character of nursery tales and 
popular stories without seeing a good many of them. 
Each story by itself may seem rather meaningless or 
absurd, but if certain features occur again and again, 
they become important in spiW of their childishn^ 
and enable us to discover some method in their 
absurdity. Tit we knew of only three or four of the 
stories of Jupiter or Herakles, we should hardly give 
much thought, to them; but' hay^ us ihe^ 

immense quantity of felfies abetlt €fife^ gods and 
goddesses, heroes and heroines,* we nitmally look 
upon them, with all their strang^jiess 'and estjrava- * 

. . . " • '• " ■'•I- '''• . 

' ‘ Izinganekwaae sensamaagumaafi nezindsba 2 »bantu.’ |{'a»Ki 7 
Tdleg, Tiadhioiis, jutd HutoriSs of the Ztihis. Bj the'Bsv. HoUy 
Callaway, MJB. Vol. L part i. Natal, 186«. 
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gance, as a problem in the history of the Greek 
nation, and we fry to discover in them certain 
characteristics which throw light on the origin of 
these abnormal creations of the human mind. It 
was the same with the German nursery tales. Their 
existence in every country where German mces had 
settled was perfectly well known, but they did not 
become the subject of historical and psychological 
inquiry till the brothers Grimm published their large 
collection, and thus enabled scholars to generalise on 
theSe popular, fictions. By this time the study of 
popular tales has become a recognised branch of the 
study of mankind. It is known that such tales are 
not the invention of individual writers, but that, in 
Germany as well as everywhere else, they are the 
last remnants—the detritus, if we may say so—of 
an ancient mythology; that some of the principal 
heroes bear the nicknames of old heathen gods; and 
that in spite of the powerful dilution produced by 
the admixture of Christian ideas, the old leaven of 
heathendom can still be discovered in many of the 
stories now innocently told by Genuan nurses of 
saints, apostles, and the A'^irgin Mary. 

From this point, of view, the mere fact that 
the Zulus possess nursery tales is curious, because 
nursery tales, at least such as treat of ghosts and 
fairies and giants, generally point back to a distant 
civilisation, or at least to a long-continued national 
growth. < Like the anomalies of a language, they 
show by their very strangeness that time enough 
has elapsed for the consolidation of purely traditional 
formations, and that a time must have been when 
what is now meaningless or irregular was formed 
with a puqx>se, and according to rule. But before it 
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is possible to analyse these Zulu tales, two things 
are necessary. First, we must have a much larger 
collection of them than we how possess; and, 
secondly, more collections must be made among 
tribes of the same large race to which the Zulus 
belong. The Zulus are a Kafir race, and recent 
researches have made it very clear that the Kafir 
races occupy the whole East coast of Atrica from the 
South to several degrees beyond the Equatoi*. They 
migrated from North to South, and in the South 
they are bounded by the Hottentots, who belong, to a 
different race. The Hottentots, too, are now believed 
to have migrated from the North of Africa, and 
their language is supposed to be akin to the dialects 
spoken in the countries South of Egypt. If the 
ethnological outlines of the continent of Africa are 
once firmly established, the study of the sacred and 
j»rofane traditions of the several African tribes will 
acquire a new interest; and it is highly creditable to 
Dr. Callaway, Dr. Bleek, and others, to have made 
a beginning in a field of research which at first sight 
is not veiy attractive or promising. Many people, 
no doubt, will treat these stories with contempt, and 
will declare that they are not worth the paper on 
which they are printed. The same thing was said 
of Grimm’s Mahrchen; nay, it was said by Sir 
William Jones of the Zend-Avesta, and, by less 
distinguished scholars, of the Veda. But fifty years 
hence the collection of these stories may become as 
valuable as the few remaining bones of the dodo. 
Stories become extinct like dodos and megatheria, 
and they die out so rapidly that in Germany, for 
instance, it would be impossible at present to 
discover traces of many of the stories which the 
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brothers Grimm and thehr friends caught up from 
the mouth of an old granny or a village doctor half 
a centuiy ago. Nor is it an easy matter to catch 
^:)opular stories. The people who know them are 
willing enough to tell them to their children, but 
they do not like to repeat them to grown-up people, 
least of all to strangers,"who are supposed to laugh 
at them. Thus Dr. Callaway says: 

‘ Like most other people, the Zulus have their 
nursery tales. They have not hitherto, as far as I 
know, been collected. Indeed, it is probable that 
their existence even is suspected but by a few, for 
the women are the depositai’ies of these tales; and 
it is not common to meet with a man who is well 
acquainted with them, or who is willing to speak of 
them in any other way than as something which he 
has some dim recollection of having heard his grand¬ 
mother relate. It has been no easy matter to drag 
out the following tales; and it is evident that many 
of them are but fragments of some more perfect 
narration.’ 

Waiting, then, for a larger instalment of Zulu 
stories before we venture to pronounce an opinion 
of their value for ethnological purposes, we proceed 
to point out a few of their most curious features, 
which may serve as a lesson and as a warning to 
the student of the folk-lore of European and Indo- 
European nations. If we admit for the present, in 
the absence of any evidence to the contrary, that the 
Zulus were free from the influence of German mis¬ 
sionaries or Dutch settlers in the formation of their 
popular stories, it is certainly surprising to see so 
many points of similarity* between the heroes of their 
kraals and of our own nurseries. The introduction of 
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animals, speaking and kcting the parts of human 
beings, was long considered as an original thought 
of the Greek and the Teutonic tribes. We now find 
exactly the same kind of ‘animal fables’ o,mong the 
Zulus, and Dr. Bleek has actually discovered among 
the Hottentots tracas of the stories of Renard the 
Fox®. The idea that among animals cunning is more 
successful than brute force—an idea which pervades 
the stories of Reinecke Fuchs, and of many other 
fables—predominates likewise in the fables of the 
Zulus. In the Basuto legend of the Little Hare, the 
hare has entered into an alliance with the lion, but, 
having been ill-treated by the latter, determines to 
be avenged. ‘ My father,’ said he to the lion, ‘ we 
are exposed to the rain and hail; let us build a hut.’ 
The lion, too lazy to work, left it to the hare to do, 
and ‘ the wily runner’ took the lion’s tail, and inter¬ 
wove it so cleverly into the stakes and reeds of the 
hut that it remained there confined for ever, and 
the hare had the pleasure of seeing his rival die of 
hunger and thirst. The trick is not quite so clever 
as that of Reinecke, when he persuades the bear to 
go out fishing on the ice; but then the hare com¬ 
passes the death of the lion, while Reinecke by his 


* ‘ Reynard the Fox in South Africa,’ by W. H. I. Bleek, London, 
1864. ‘Whether these feblea axe indeed the real offspring of the 
desert, and can l>e considered as truly indigenous native literature, 
or whether they have been either purloined from the superior white 
race, or at least brought into existence by the stimulus which con¬ 
tact with the latter gave to the native mind (like that resulting in 
tlie invention of the Tahiroki and Vei alphabets) may bo matters of 
dispute for some time to come, and it may require as much research 
as was expended upon the solving of the riddle of the originality 
of the Osmnic poems.’ (p. xiiL) 
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stratagem only deprives the bear of his ornamental 
tail. 

As in the German tales the character of Renard 
the fox is repeated in a humanized shape as Till 
Eulenspiegel, so among the Zulus one of the most 
favourite characters is the young rogue, the boy 
U/dakanyana, who at first is desy)ised and laughed 
at, but who always succeeds in the end in having 
the laugh on his side. This U/dnkanyana performs, 
for instance, the same trick on a cannibal by which 
the hare entrapped the lion. The two have struck 
up a friendship, and are going to thatch their house 
before they sit down to devour two cows. U/da¬ 
kanyana is bent on having the fat cow, but is afraid 
the cannibal will assign to him the lean cow. So he 
says to the cannibal, ‘Let the house be thatched 
now ; then we can eat our meat. You see the sky, 
that We shall get wet.’ The cannibal said, ‘ You are 
right, child of my sister.’ UMakanyana said, ‘ l )o 
you do it then; I will go inside and push the thatch¬ 
ing-needle for you.’ The cannibal went up. His 
hair was very, very long. U/dakanyana went inside 
and pushed the needle for him. He thatched in 
the hair of the cannibal, tying it very tightly; he 
knotted it into the thatch constantly, taking it by 
separate locks and fastening it firmly. He saw the 
hair was fast enough, and that the cannibal could not 
get down. When he was outside, U/dakanyana went 
to the fire, where the udder of the cow was boiled. 
He took it out and filled his mouth. The cannibal 
smd, ‘What are you about, child of my sister? Let 
us just finish the house; afterwards we can do that; 
we can do it together.’ U/dakanyana replied, ‘ Come 
down then.’ The cannibal assented. When he was 
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going to quit the house, he was upable to quit it. 
He cried out, ‘ Child of my sister, how have you 
managed your thatching?’ UAlakanyana said, ‘See 
to it yourself. I have thatched well, for I shall not 
have any dispute. Now I am about to eat in peace; 
I no longer dispute with anybody, for I am alone 
with my cow.’ It hailed and rained. The cannibal 
cried on the top of the house; he was struck with the 
hailstones, and died there on the house. It cleared. 
U/dakanyana went out, and said, ‘Uncle, just come 
down. It has become clear. It no longer rains, and 
there is no longer hail, neither is there any more 
lightning. Why arc you silent?’ So U/dakanyana 
eat his cow alone, and then went his way. 

Dr. Callaway compares the history of the travels 
and adventures of U/dakimyana to those of Tom 
Thumb and Jack the Giant-killer, and it is curious 
indeed to observe how many of the tricks which we 
admired as children in English or German story¬ 
books are here repeated with but trifling modifi¬ 
cations. The feiit performed by U/dakanymia of 
speaking before he was born exceeds indeed the 
achievements even of the most precocious of Ger¬ 
man imps, and can only be matched, as Dr. Callaway 
points out, by St. Benedict, who, according to Ma- 
billon, sang eucharistic hymns in the same state in 
which U/dakanyana was clamouring for meat. But 
the stratagem by which this Zulu ‘ Boots,’ after being 
delivered to the cannibal’s mother to be boiled, manages 
to boil the old woman herself, can easily be matched 
by Peggy or Gretliel who bakes the cannibal witch in 
her own oven, or by the Shifty Highland Lad, or by 
Maol a Chliobain who puts the giant’s mother in the 
sack in which she had been suspended. UAlakan- 
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yaiia had been caught by cannibals, and was to be 
boiled by their mother; so, while the cannibals are 
away, UAlakanyana persuades tiie old mother to play 
with him at boiling each other. The game was to 
begin with him, a proposal to which the old dame 
readily assented. But he took care to prevent the 
water from boiling, and after having been in the pot 
for some time, he insisted on the old mother fulfil¬ 
ling her part of the bargain. He put her in, and 
put on the lid. She cried out, ‘ Take me out, I am 
scalded to death.’ He said, ‘ No, indeed, you are not. 
If you were scalded to death, you could not say so.’ 
So she was boiled, and said no more. 

There is a story of a cook which we remember 
reading not long ago in a collection of German 
anecdotes. His master gives him a brace of par¬ 
tridges to roast, and being very hungry, the cook 
eats one of them. When his master returns, he eats 
one partridge, and then asks for the other. ‘ But 
this was the other,’ says the cook, and nothing can 
persuade him that it wasn’t. The same witticism, 
such as it is, I'eappears in the story of UMakanyana 
teaching the leopard how to suckle her cubs. The 
leopard wants to have both her cubs together, but 
he insists that only one ought to be suckled at a 
time, the fact being that he had eaten one of the 
cubs. He then gives her the one that is still alive, 
and after it has been suckled, he gives it back to her 
as the second cub. 

Those of our readers who still recollect the fearful 
sensations occasioned by the ‘ Fee fo fum, I smell the 
blood of an Englishmun,’ will meet with several 
equally harrowing situations in the stories of the 
Zulus, and of other races too to whom the eating of 



ZUtV NUE8BRT TALES. 


9ie 

ah Englishman is a much less startling event than 
it seemed to us. Usikulmui, a young Zulu hero, 
goes to court two daughters of Uzembeni, who had 
devoured all the men of the country in which she 
lived. The two girls dug a hole in the house to 
conceal their sweetheart, but towards sunset Uzem- 
beni, the mother, returned. She had a large toe; her 
toe came first, she came after it; and as soon as she 
came, she laughed and rolled herself on the ground, 
saying, ‘Eh, eh! in my house here to-day there is a 
delicious odour; my children, what is there here in 
the house?’ The girls said, ‘Away! Don’t bother 
us; w^e do not know where we could get anything; 
we will not get up.’ Thus Usikulumi escapes, and 
after many more adventures and fights wi^ his 
mother-in-law, carries off her two girls. 

It is impossible of course to determine the age of 
these stories, so as to show that foreign influences are 
entirely out of the question. Yet nursery tales are 
generally the last things to be adopted by one nation 
from another, and even in the few stories which we 
possess we should probably have been able to dis¬ 
cover more palpable traces of foreign influences, if 
such influences had really existed. Nay, there is 
one feature in these stories which to a certain extent 
attests their antiquity. Several of the customs to 
which they allude are no longer in existence among 
the Zulus. It is not, for instance, any longer the 
custom among the natives of South Africa to bake 
meat by means of heated stones, the recognised mode 
of cookery among the Polynesians. Yet when Usi¬ 
kulumi orders a calf to be roasted, he calls upon the 
boys of his kinal to collect large stones, and to heat 
them. There are several other peculiarities which 
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the Zulus seem to share in common with the Poly¬ 
nesians. The avoiding of certain words which form 
part of the names of deceased kings or chieftains is 
a distinguishing feature of the Zulu and Polynesian 
languages, being called Ukuhlonipa in the one, and 
Tepi in the other. If a person who has disappeared 
for some time, and is supposed to be dead, retunis 
unexpectedly to his people, it is the custom both 
among the Zulus and Polynesians to salute him first 
by making a funeral lamentation. There are other 
coincidences in the stories of both races which make 
it more than probable that at some distant period 
they lived either together or in close neighbourhood ; 
and if we find that some of the customs represented 
as actually existing in the Zulu stories, have long be¬ 
come extinct on the African continent, w'hile they 
continue to be observed by the Poljmcsian islanders, 
we might indeed venture to conclude, though only as 
a guess at truth, that the origin of the Zulu stories 
must be referred to a time preceding the complete 
separation of these two races. While some custcmis 
that have become obsolete at present are represented 
as still in force among the Zulus of the nursery tales, 
as, for instance, the use of the U/dakula or wooden 
weeding-stick, which is now generally replaced by an 
iron pick; other things, such as the use of medicines, 
so much talked of now among the natives, and which 
they ima^e can produce the most marvellous re¬ 
sults, are never alluded to. All this would be so 
much prim& facie evidence of the genuineness and 
antiquity of these Zulu tales, and would seem to ex¬ 
clude the idea of European influences. The only al¬ 
lusion to foreigners occurs in a story where one of 
the heroes, in order to be taken for a stranger, com- 
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mits a number of grammatical blunders by leaving 
out the prefixes that form so essential a feature in all 
Kafir dialects. But this would not necessarily point 
to Europetuis, as other strangers too, such as Hotten¬ 
tots, for instance, would naturally neglect these gram¬ 
matical niceties. 

We hope that Dr. Callaway will soon be able to 
continue his interesting publication. Apart from 
other points of interest, his book, as it contains the 
Zulu text and an English translation on opposite 
columns, will be of great use to the student of that 
language. The system of writing the Zulu words 
with Boman letters, adopted by Dr. Callaway, seems 
both rational and practical. Like many others, he 
has tided Dr. Lepsiiis* standard alphabet, and found 
it w'anting. ‘ The jiractical diflSculties,’ he writes, 
‘in the way of using the alphabet of Lepsius are 
insuperable, even if ■w'e w'ere prepared to admit 
the soundness of all the principles on which it is 
founded.’ 


March. 1807. 
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W E 'had tiwnght that the Popular Tales, the 
* Under ihid Hatismarcheu' which the brothers 
Grimm collected, from the mouths of old women in 
.the spianing-rooms of Oerman villages, could never 
be,matched. Bytijere we have a collection from the 
Norse tk Hke those German tales as ‘ Dapplegrim was 
to PappHegrim,' ‘there wasn’t a hair on one which 
wasn’t on the other as well.’ These ScaTidinavian 
‘ Folkeeventyr ’ were collected by MM. Asbjbrnsen 
and Moe during the last fifteen years, and they have 
now been translated into Engjlish by Dr. Dasent, the 
translator of the ‘ Icelandic Edda,’ and the writer of 
an excellent article in the last ‘ Oxford Essays,’ ‘ On 
the ^Norsemen in Iceland.’ The translation shows 
Ml every line that it has been a work of love and 
unflagging enjoyment; and we doubt not that, even 
transplanted on a foreign soil, these fragrant flowers 
will strike root, and live, and be the delight of 
Children—^young and old—for many generations to 
come. 

Who can tell what gives to these chUdish stories 

' ‘ fopalar Tales from the Norse.’ By George Webbe Dasent, 
D.CX> With an Introductory Essay on the Origin and Diffusion of 
Popular Tffles. Bllinburgh: Edmonston and Douglas, 1859. 
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their irresistible charm? There is no plot in them 
to excite our curiosity. 3SIo gorgeous description of 
scenery, a la Kingsley, dazzles our eyes, no anatomy 
of human passion, os la Thackeray, rivets our atten¬ 
tion. No, it is all about kings and queens, about 
princes and princesses, about starving beggars and 
kind fairies, about doughty boys and clumsy trolls, 
about old hags that bawl and screech, and about 
young maidens, as white'as snow and as red as blood, 
'fhe Devil, too, is a \ery important personage on this 
primitive stage. The tales are short and quaint, full 
of downright absurdities and sorry jokes. We know 
from the beginning how it will all end. Poor Boots 
will marry the Princess and get half the kingdopa. 
'fhe stepmother will be torn to pieces, and Cinider'ella 
will be a great queen. The troll will burst ‘As soon 
as the sun shines on him; and the Devil himself will 
be squeezed and cheated till he is glad to go to his 
own abode. And yet we sit and read, we almost 
cry, and we certainly chuckle, and we are very sorry 
when— 

Snip, snap, snout. 

This talo’s told out. 

There is witchery in these simple old stories yet! 
But it seems useless to try to define in what it con¬ 
sists. We sometimes see a landscape with nothing 
])articular in it. There is only a river, and a bridge, 
and a red-brick house, and a few dark trees, and yet 
we gaze and gaze till our eyes grow dim. Why we 
are charmed we cannot tell. Perhaps there is some¬ 
thing in that simple scenery which reminds us of our 
home, or of some place which once we saw in a happy 
dream. Or we watch the grey sky and the heavy 
clouds on a dreary day. There is nothing ih that 
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picture that would strike an artist’s eye. We have 
seen it all hundreds of times before; and yet we gaze 
and gaze, till the clouds, with their fantastic outlines, 
settle round the sun, and vanish be 3 mnd the horizon. 
They were only clouds on a grey afternoon, and yet 
they have left a shadow on our mind that will never 
vanish. Is it the same, perhaps, with these simple 
stories? Do they remind us of a distant home, of a 
happy childhood? Do they recall fantastic dreams, 
long vanished from our horizon, hopes that jhave set, 
never to rise again ? Is there some childhood left in 
us, that is called out by these childish tales? If there 
is—and there is with most of us—we have only to 
open our book, and we shall fly away into Dream¬ 
land, like ‘ the lassie who rode on the north Avind’s 
back to the castle that lies east o’ the sun and west o’ 
the moon.’ Nor is it dream-land altogether. There 
is a kind of real life in these tales—life, such as a 
child believes in—a life, where good is always re¬ 
warded, wrong always punished; w'here cv^y one, 
not excepting the Devil, gets his due; Avhere all is 
possible that we truly want, and nothing seems so 
wonderful that it might not happen to-morrow. We 
may smile at those dreams of inexhaustible possi¬ 
bilities; but, in one sense, that child’s world is a real 
world too, and those children’s stories are not mere 
pantomimes. What can be truer than Dr. Dasent’s 
happy description of the character of Boots, as it runs 
through the whole cycle of these tales ? 

‘ There he sits idle whilst all work; there he lies 
with, that deep irony of conscious power which knows 
its time must one day come, and meantime can afford 
to wait. When that time comes he girds himself to 
the feat, amidst the scoffs and scorn of his flesh and. 
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blood; blit even then, after he has done some great 
deed, he conceals it, returns to his ashes, and again 
sits idly by the kitchen-fire, dirty, lazy, despised, 
until the time for final recognition comes, and then 
his dirt and rags fall off—he stands out in all the 
majesty of his Royal robes, and is acknowledged once 
for all a King.’ 

And then we sec— 

‘ The proud, haughty Princess, subdued and tamed 
bv natural affection into a faithful, loving wife. We 
begin by lieing angry at her pride; we are glad at 
the retribution which overtakes her, but we are 
gradually melted at her sufferings and hardships 
when she gives up all for the Beggar and follows 
him; we feel for her Avlien she exclaims, “ Oh, the 
Beggar, and the babe, and the cabin! ” and we rejoice 
with her when the Prince says, “ Here is the Beggar, 
and there is the babe, and so let the cabin be burnt 
away,” ’ 

There is genuine fun in the old woman who does 
not know whether she is herself. She has been 
dipped into a tar-barrel, and then rolled on a heap 
of feathers; and when she sees herself feathered all 
over, she wants to find out whether it is her or not. 
And how well she reasons! ‘Oh! I know,’ she says, 
‘ how I shall be able to tell Avhether it is me; if the 
calves come and lick me, and our dog Tray doesn’t 
bark at me when I get home, tiien it must be me, 
and no one else.’ It is, however, quite superfluous 
to say anything in praise of tliese tales. They will 
make their way in the world and win everybody’s 
heart, as sure as Boots made the Princess say, ‘ That 
is a story! ’ 

But we have not done with Dr, Dasent’s book 
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yet. There is one part of it, the Introduction, which 
in reality tells the most wonderful of all wonderful 
stories—the migration of these tales from Asia to the 
North of Europe. It might seem strange, indeed, 
that so great a scholar as Grimm should have spent 
so much of his precious time in collecting his M ah r- 
chen, if these Miihrchcn had only been intended 
for the amusement of children. When we see a Lyell 
or Owen pick up pretty shells and stones, we may be 
sure that, however much little girls may admire these 
pretty things, this was not, the object which these 
wise collectors had in view. Like the blue and green 
and rosy sands which children play witli in the Isle 
of Wight, these tales of the people, which Grimm was 
the first to discover and collect, are the detritus of 
many an ancient stratum of thought and language, 
buried deep in the past. They have a scientific in¬ 
terest. The results of the science of language are 
by this time known to every educated man, and boys 
learn at school—what fifty years ago would have 
been scouted as absurd—that English, togc^tlier with 
all the Teutonic disilects of the C'ominent, belongs to 
that large family of s])eech which comprises, besides 
the Teutonic, Latin, Greek, Slavonic, and Celtic, the 
Oriental languages of Persia and India. Previously 
to the dispersion of these languages, there Avas, of 
course, one common language, spoken by the common 
ancestors of our OAvn race, and of the Greeks, the 
Romans, the Hindus and Persians, a language which 
was neither Greek, nor Latin, nor Persian, nor Sanskrit, 
but stood to all of them in a relation similar to that 
in which Latin stands to French, Italian, and Spam'sh; 
or Sanskrit to Bengali, Hindustaiu, and Maratlii. It 
has also been proved that the various tribes who 
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Started from this central home to discover Europe in 
the North and India in the South carried away with 
them, not only a common language, but a common 
faith and a common mythology. These are facts 
which may be ignored but cannot be disputed, and 
the two sciences of Comparative Grammar and Com- 
pai’ative Mythology, though but of recent origin, rest 
on a foundation as sound and safe as that of any of 
the inductive sciences: 

‘ The affinity,’ says Dr, Dasent, ‘ which exists in a 
mythological and philological point of view between 
the Aryan or Indo-European languages is now the 
first article of a literary creed, and the man who 
denies it puts himself as much beyond the pale of 
argtmient as he who, in'a religious discussion, should 
meet a grave divine of the Cliuroh of England with 
the strict contradictory of her first article, and loudly 
declare his conviction that there was no God.’ 

And again: 

‘We all came, Greek, Latin, Celt, Teuton, Slavonian, 
from the East, as kith and kin, leaving kith and kin . 
behind us, and after thousands of years, the language 
and traditions of those who went East and those who 
went AV'est bear such an affinity to each other as to 
have established, beyond discussion or dispute, the 
fact of their descent from a common stock.’ 

But now we go beyond this. Not only do we find 
the same words and the same terminations in San¬ 
skrit and Gothic; not only do we find the same 
names for Zeus and many pther deities in Sanskrit, 
Latin, and German; not only is the abstract name for 
God the same in India, Greece, and Italy; but these 
very stories, these Mahrchen, which nurses still tell, 
with almost the same Avords, in the Thuringian forest 
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and in the Norwegian villages, and to which crowds 
of children listen under the Pippal trees of India, 
these stories, too, belonged to the common heir-loom 
of the Indo-European race, and their origin carries us 
Iwck to the same distant past, when no Greek had 
set foot in Europe, no Hindu had bathed in the sacred 
waters of the Ganges. No doubt this sounds strange, 
and it requires a certain limitation. We do not 
mean to say that the old nurse who rocked on her 
mighty knees the tw^o ancestors of the Indian and 
the German races, told each of them the story of 
Snow-white and Rosy-red, exactly as we read it in 
the ‘Tales from the Norse,’ and that these told it to 
their children, and thus it was handed down to our 
own times. It is true indeed—and a com])arison of 
our Norwegian Tales with the Miihrchen collected by 
the Grimms in Germany shows it most clearly—that 
the memory of a nation clings to its popular stories 
with a marvellous tenacity. For more than a thou¬ 
sand years tiie Scandinavian inhabitants of Norway 
have been separated in language from their Teutonic 
brethren on the Continent, and yet both have not 
only preserved the same stock of popular stories, 
but they tell them in several instances in almost the 
same words. It is a much more startling supposition 
—or, we should say, a much more startling fact— 
that those Aryan boys, the ancestors of the Hindus, 
Romans, Greeks, and Germans, should have preserved 
the ancient words from one to ten, and that these 
dry words should have, been handed down to our 
own schoolboy days, in several instances, without the 
change of a single letter. Thus 2 in English is still 
two, in Hindustani do, in Persian du, in French 
deux; S is still three in English, and trys in 
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Lithuanian; 9 is still nine in English,'and nuh in 
Persian, Surely it was not less difficult to remember 
these and thousands of other words than to remember 
the pretty stories of Snow-white and Rosy-red. For 
the present, however, all we want to prove is that the 
elements of the seeds of these fairy tales belong to 
tlie period that preceded the dispersion of the Aryan 
race, that the same people who, in their migrations to 
the North and the South carried along with them the 
names of the Sun and the Dawn, and their belief in 
the bright gods of Heaven, possessed in their very lan¬ 
guage, in their mythological and proverbial phraseo- 
logy, the more or less developed germs that were sure 
to grow up into the same or very similar plants on 
every soil and under every sky. 

This is a subject wdiich requires the most delicate 
handling, an'd the most careful analysis. Before we 
attempt to compare the popular stories, as they arc 
found in India and Europe at the present day, and to 
trace them to a common source, we have to answer 
one very important question—Was there no other, 
channel through which some of thein could have 
flowtid from India to Europe, or from Europe to 
India, at a later time? We have to take the same 
pj-ecHution in comparative philology Avith regard to 
words. Besides the words Ayhich Greek and Latin 
share in common because they arc both derived from 
one common source, there is a class of words which 
Latin took over from Greek ready-made. These 
are called foreign Avords, and they form a consider¬ 
able element, particularly in modern languages. The 
question is whether the same does not apply to some 
of our common Indo-European stories. How is it 
that some of Lafontaine’s fables should be identically 
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the same as those which we find in two collections of 
fables in Sanskrit, the Parifetantra and the Ilitopa- 
desa? This is a question which, many years ago, has 
been most fully treated in one of the most learned and 
most brilliant essays of Sylvestre de Sacy. He there 
proves that, about 570 after Christ, a Sanskrit work 
which contained these very fables was brought to the 
court of the Persian king, Ivhosru Nushirvan, and 
translated into ancient Pei’siau, or Pehlevi. The kings 
of Persia preserved this book as a treasure till their 
kingdom was conquered by the Aiabs. A hundred 
years later, the book was discovered and translated 
into Arabic by AlmokafiPa, about 770 after Christ. It 
then passed through the hands of several Arabic 
poets, and was afterwards retranslated into Persian, 
first into verse, by Rudaki, in the tenth century, then 
into prose, by Nasrallah, in the twelfth. The most 
famous version, however, appeared towards the end of 
the fifteenth century, under the name of ‘ Anvari 
Suhaili,’ by Husain Vaiz. Now, as early as the 
eleventh century the Arabic work of Ahnokalfa, 
called ‘Ralila Dimna,’ was translated into Greek by 
Simeon. The Greek text and a Latin version have 
been published, under the title of ‘ Sapientia Irido- 
rum Veterum,’ by Starkius, Berlin, 1697. This work 
passed into Italian. Again the Arabic text was trans¬ 
lated into Hebrew by Rabbi Joel; and this Hebrew 
translation became the principal source of the Euro¬ 
pean books of fables. Before the end of the fifteenth 
century, John of Capua had published his famous 
Latin translation, ‘ Directoriura humanaj vitse, alias, 
parabolae antiquorura sapientium.’ In his preface, 
he states that this book was called ‘ Belile et IMinne,’ 
that it was originally in the language of India, then 
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translated into Persian, afterwards into Arabic, then 
into Hebrew, and lastly by himself into Latin. This 
work, to judge from the numerous German, Italian, 
Spanish, and French translations, must have been 
extremely popular all over Europe in the sixteenth 
century. In the seventeenth century a new stream of 
Oriental fables reached the literary world of Europe, 
through a translation of the ‘ Anvari Suhaili ’ (the 
Persian ‘ Ivalila Dimna’) into French, by David 
Sahid d’lspahan. This work was called ‘ Le Livre 
des Lumieres, on la conduite des rois, compose par 
le sage l>ilpay,^Indie.n.’ It afterwards went by the 
name of ‘ Les Fables de Pilpay.’ This was the book 
from which Lafontaine borrowed the subjects of his 
later fables. An excellent English translation, we 
may her(^ state, of the ‘ Anvari Suhaili ’ has lately 
been ])ublishc(l by Pi'ofessor Eastwick. 

This migration of fables from India to Europe 
is a matter of history, and has to be taken into 
{(ccount, before we refer the coincidences between the 
popular stories pf India and Norway to that much 
earlier intercourse of the ancestors of the Indo- 
European races of which we have spoken before. 
Dr. Dasent is so groat an admirer of Grimm, that he 
has hardly done justice to the researches of Sylvestre 
de S<acy. He says: • 

‘ That all the thousand shades of resemblance and 
affinity which gleam and flicker through the whole 
body of popular tradition in the Aryan race, as the 
Aurora plays and flashes in countless rays athwart 
the Northern heavens, should be the result of mere 
servile copying of one tribe’s traditions by another, 
is a supposition as absurd as that of those good 
country-folk, who, when they see an Auroi-a, fancy it 
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must be. a great fire, the work of some incendiary, and 
send oiF the parish engine to put it out. No! when 
we find in such a story as tlie Master Ihief traits 
which are to be found in the Sanskrit Hitopadesa, 
and which are also to be found in the story of Ramp- 
sinitus in Heradotos, which are also to be found in 
German, Italian, and Flemish popular tales, but told 
in all with such variations of character and detail, and 
such adaptation to time and place, as evidently show 
the original -working of the national consciousness 
upon a stock of tradition common to all the race, but 
belonging to no tribe of that race in, particular, and 
when we find this occurring not in one tale, but in 
twenty, we are forced to abandon the theory of such 
universal copying, for fear lest we should fall into 
a greater difficulty than that for which we w’cre 
striving to account.’ 

The instance which Dr. Dasent has here chosen to 
illustrate his theory docs seem to us inconclusive. 
The story of the Master Thief, is told in the Hito- 
padesa. A Brahman, who had vowed a sacrifice, 
went to the market to buy a goat. Tliree tlueves 
saw him, and wanted to get hold of the goat. They 
stationed themselves at intervals on the high road. 
When the Brahman, who carried the goat on his back, 
approached the first thief, the thief said, ‘Brahmaix, 
why do you carry a dog on your back?’ The Brah¬ 
man replied: ‘ It is not a dog, it is a goat.’ A little 
while after, he was accosted by the second thief, who 
said; ‘Brahman, why do you carry a dog on your 
back?’ The Brahman felt perplexed, put the goat 
down, examined it, and walked on. Soon after he 
was stopped by the third thief, who said, ‘ Brahman, 
why do you carry a dog on your back?’ Then the 
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Brahman was frightened, threw down the goat, and 
walked home to perform his ablutions for having 
touched an unclean animal. The thieves took the 
goat and ate it. The gist of the story is that a man 
will believe almost anytliing if he is told the same 
by three diflerent people. The Indian story, with 
slight variations, is told in the Arabic translation, 
the ‘ Kalila and Diinna.’ It was known through the 
Greek translation at Constantinople, at least at the 
beginning of the Crusades, and was spread all over 
Europe, in the Latin of the ‘I)irectorium huniana? 
vitae.’ The Norwegian story of the Master Thief is 
not a translation, such as we find in the ‘Filosofia 
morale,’ nor an adaptation, such as a similar story in 
the ‘Facetieuses Nuits de Straparolc.’ But the key¬ 
note of the story is neyerthcless the same. 

That key-note might have been caught up by any 
Norman sailor, or any Northern traveller or student, 
of whom there were many in the Middle Ages who 
visited the principal seats of learning in Europe. 
And, that key-note given, nothing was easier than 
to invent the three variations which we find in the 
Norse Master Thief. If the same story, as Dr. Dasent 
says, occurred in Ilerodotos, tlie case would be dif¬ 
ferent. At the time of Ilerodotos the translations of 
the Ilitopadesa had not yet reached Eui'ope, and we 
should be obliged to include the Master Thief within 
the most primitive stock of Aiyan lore. But there 
is nothing in the story of the two sons of the architect 
who robbed the treasury of Ramp.sinitus which turns 
on the trick of the Master Thief. There were thieves, 
more or less clever, in Egypt as well as in India, and 
some of their stratagems were possibly the same at 
all times. But there is a keen and well-defined 
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humour in the story of the Brahman and his defer¬ 
ence to public opinion. Of this there is no trace in 
the anecdote told by Herodotos.' That anecdote deals 
with mere matters of fact, whether imaginary or 
historical. The story of Rampsinitus did enter into 
the popular literature of Europe, but through a dif¬ 
ferent channel. We find it in the ‘Gesta Roma- 
norum,’ where Octavianus has taken the place of 
R.ampsinitU6, and we can hardly doubt that there it 
came originally from Herodotos. There are other 
stories in the ‘ Gesta Romanorum’ which are boirow'ed 
directly from the Hitopadesa and its translations. 
AYe need only mention that of Prince Llewellyn and 
his hound Gellcrt, which Dr. Dasent would likewise 
refer to the period previous to the dispersion of the 
Aryan race, but which, as cfvn be proved, reached 
Europe by a much shorter route. 

But if in these special instances we differ from 
Dr. Dasent, we fully agree with him in the main. 
There are stories, common to the different branches 
of the Aryan stock, which could not have travelled 
from India to Europe at so late a time as that of 
Nusliirvan. They are ancient Aryan stories, older 
than the Pan^atantra, older than the Odyssey, older 
than the dispersion of the Aryan race. Wc can only 
mention'one or two instances. 

In the Pan/catantra there is the story of the King 
who asked his pet monkey to watch over him while 
he was asleep. A bee settled on the King’s head, the 
monkey could not drive her away, so he took his 
sword, killed the bee, and in killing her killed the 
King. A veiy similar parable is put into the mouth 
by Buddha. A bald carpenter was attacked by a 
musquito. He called his son to drive it away. The 
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son took the axe, aimed a l)l 9 w at the insect, but 
split his father’s head in two, arid killed him. This 
fable reached Lafontaine through the ‘Anvari Su- 
haili,’ and appears in the French as the Bear and 
the Gardener. But the same fable had reached 
Europe at a much earlier time, and, tliough the moral 
has been altered, it can hardly be doubted that the 
fable in rinedros of the bald man who in trying to 
kill a gnat gives himself a severe blow in the face, 
came originally from the East. There may have 
been some direct communication, and Jisop of old 
may have done very much the same as Khosru 
Xushirvan did at a later time. But it is more likely 
that there was some old Aryan proverb, some homely 
saw, such as ‘Protect us from our friends,’ or ‘Think 
of the king and the bee.’ Such a saying would call 
for explanation, and stories w’ould readily be told to 
explain it. There is in our Norwegian Tales a passage 
very much to the s.ame effect: 

‘A man saw a goody hard at work banging her 
husband across the head with a beetle, and over his 
head she had drawn a shirt Avithout any slit for the 
neck. 

‘ “ Why, Goody! ” he asked, “ will you beat your 
husband to death ?” 

‘ “ No,” she said, “ I only must have a hole in this 
shirt for his neck to come through.” ’ 

The stoiy of the Donkey in the Lion’s skin was 
knoAvn as a proverb to Plato. It exists as a fable 
in the Hitopadesa, ‘ The Donkey in the Tiger’s skin.’ 
Many of the most striking traits of animal life which 
are familiar to us from Phffidros, are used for similar 
purposes in the Hitopadesa. The mouse delivering 
her friends by gnawing the net, the turtle flying and 
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djdng, the tiger or fox as pious hermits, the serpent 
as king, or friend of the frogs, all these are elements 
common to the early fabulists of Gx'eece and India. 
One of the eai’liest Roman apologues, ‘the dispute 
between the belly and the other members of the 
body,’. was told in India long before it was told 
by Menenius Agrippa at Rome. Several collections 
of fables have just been discovered in Chinese by 
M. Stanislas Julien, and will soon be published in a 
French translation. 

With regard to the ancient Aryan fables, which are 
common to all the members of the Aryan family, it 
has been said that there is something so natural in 
most of them, that they might well have been 
invented more than once. This is a sneaking argu¬ 
ment, but nevertheless it has a certain weight. It 
does not apply, however, to our fairy tales. They 
surelj' cannot be called natural. They are full of the 
most unnatural conceptions—of monsters such as no 
human eye has ever seen. Of many of them we 
know for certain that they w'ere not invented at all, 
but that they are the detritus of ancient mytho¬ 
logy, half-forgotten, misunderstood, and reconstructed. 
Dr. Dasent has traced the gradual transition of raythe 
into story in the case of the Wild Huntsman, who 
was originally the German god Odin. He might 
have traced the last fibres of ‘ Odin, the hunter,’ back 
to Indra, the god of Storms, in the Veda; and lower 
even than the ‘Grand Veneur’ in the Forest of Fon¬ 
tainebleau, he might have dodged the Ilellequin of 
France to the very Harlequin of our Christmas Pan¬ 
tomimes. William Tell, the good archer, whose 
mythological character Dr. Dasent has established 
beyond contradiction, is the last reflection of the Sun- 
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god, whether we call him Indra, or Apollo, or Ulysses. 
Their darts are unerring. They hit the apple, or any 
other point; and they destroy their enemies with the 
same bow with whicli they have hit the mark. The 
countless stories of all the princesses and snow-white 
ladies who were kept in dark prisons, and were in¬ 
variably delivered by a young bright hero, can all 
be traced back to mytliolpgical traditions about the 
Spring being released from the bonds of Winter, the 
Sun being rescued from the darkness of tlie Night, 
the DaAvn being brought back from the far West, the 
Waters being set free from tlie prison of the (llouds. 
In the songs of the Veda, where the powers of na¬ 
ture have hardly assumed as yet their fixed divine 
])ersoualty, we read over and over again of the trea¬ 
sures whic;h the God of light recovers from the dark 
clouds. These treasures arc the Waters, conquered 
after a fierce thunderstorm. Sometimes these Waters 
!tre called the cows, which the robbers had hidden in 
caves—soincliines, the wives of the gods (Devapatni), 
who had become tlie wives oi'the fiend (Dilsapatni or 
i)eianeira=dHsa-nari). Their imprisonment is called 
a curse; and when they are delivered from it, Indra 
is praised for having destroyed ‘ the seven castles of 
the autumn.’ In the Veda the thief or the fiend is 
called the serpent with seven heads. 

Every one of these expressions may be traced in 
the Gemian Miihrchen. The loves and feuds of 
the powers of nature, after they had been told, first 
of gods, then of heroes, appear in the tales of the 
people as the flirting and teasing of fairies and imps. 
Christianity had destroyed the old gods of the Teu¬ 
tonic tribes, and supplied new heroes in the saints 
and martyrs of the Church. The gods were dead, 
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and the heroes, the sons of the gods, forgotten. But 
the stories told of them would not die, and in spite of 
the excommunications of the priests they were wel¬ 
comed wherever they appeared in their strange dis¬ 
guises. Kind-hearted grannies would tell the pretty 
stories of old, if it was only to keep their little folk 
quiet. They did not tell them of the gods; for those 
gods were dead, or, worse than that, had been changed 
•into Devils. They told them of nobody; ay, some¬ 
times they would tell them of the very saints and 
martyrs, and the apostles thernf elves have had to wear 
some of the old rags that belonged by riglit to Odin 
and other heathen gods. The oddest figure of all is 
tliat of the Devil in his half-Christian and half-heatlien 
garb. The Aryan nations had no Devil. Pluto, though 
of a sombre character, was a veiy respectable person¬ 
age; and Loki, though a mischievous person, Was not 
a fiend. The German goddess. Hell, too—like Proser¬ 
pina—had once seen better days. Thus, when the 
Germans were indoctrinated with the idea of a real 
Devil, the Semitic Satan or Diabolus, they treated 
him in the most good-humoured manner. They 
ascribed to him all the mischievous tricks of their 
most mischievous gods. But while the old Northern 
stoiy-tellers delighted in the success of cunning, the 
new generation felt in duty bound to represent the 
Devil in the end as always defeated. He was out¬ 
witted in all the tricks which had formerly proved suc¬ 
cessful, and tlius quite a new character was produced 
—the poor or stupid Devil, who appears not unfre- 
quently in the German and in Norwegian tales. 

All this Dr. Dasent has described very tersely and 
graphically in his Introduction, and we recommend 
the readers of his tales not to treat that Introduction 
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as most introductions are treated. We sHould particu¬ 
larly recommend to the attention of those who have 
leisure to devote to such subjects, what Dr. Dasent 
says at the close of his Essay: 

‘ Enough has been said, at lea«t, to prove that even 
nursery tales may have a science of their own, and 
to show how the old Nornir and di\dne sjiinners 
can revenge themselves if their old wives’ tales are 
insulted and attacked. The inquiry itself might bo 
almost indefinitely prolonged, for this is a journey 
where each turn of the road brings out a new point 
of view, and the longer we linger on our path the 
longer we find something fi’esh to see. Popular 
mythology is a virgin mine, and its ore, so far from 
being exhausted or worked out, has here, in England 
at least, been scarcely touched. It may, indeed, be 
dreaded lest the time for collecting such English 
traditions is not past and gone; whether the steam- 
engine and printing-press have not jdayed their great 
work of enlightenment too w'ell; and whether the 
])opular tales, of which, no doubt, the land was once 
full, have not faded away before these great inven¬ 
tions, as the race of giants waned before the might of 
()din and the yEsir. Still the example of this very 
Norway, which at one time W'as thought, even by her 
own sons, to have few tales of her owm, and now has 
been found to have them so fresh and full, may serve 
as a warning not to abandon a search, which, indeed, 
can scarcely be said to have been ever begun; and to 
suggest a doubt whether the ill success which may 
have attended this or that particular attempt, may 
not have been from the fault rather of the seekers 
after traditions, than from the want of the traditions 
themselves. In point of fact, it is a matter of the 
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utmost difficulty to gather such tales in any country, 
as those who have collected them most successfully 
Avill be the first to confess. It is hard to make old 
and feeble women, who generally are the depositaries 
of these national treasures, believe that the inquirer 
can have any real interest in the matter. They fear 
tliat the question is only put to turn them into ridi¬ 
cule; for the popular mind is a sensitive plant; it 
becomes coy, and closes its leaves at the first rude 
touch; and when once shut, it is hard to make these 
aged lips reveal the secrets of the memory. There 
they ^remain, however, forming part of an under¬ 
current of tradition, of which the educated clas.ses, 
through whose minds flows the bright upper-current 
of faith, are apt to forget the very existence. Things 
out of sight, and therefore out of mind. Now and 
then a wave of chance tosses them to the surface from 
those hidden depths, and all her Majesty’s inspectors 
of schools arc shocked at the wild shapes which still 
haunt the minds of the great mass of the community. 
It cannot be said that the English are not a super¬ 
stitious people. Here we have gone on for more than 
a hundred years proclaiming our opinion that the 
belief in witches, and wizards, and ghosts, and fetches, 
was extinct throughout the land. Ministers of all 
denominations have preached them down, and philo¬ 
sophers convinced all the world of the absurdity of 
such vain superstitions; and yet it has been reserved 
for another learned profession, the Law, to produce in 
one trial at the Stafibrdshire Assizes, a year or two 
ago, such a host of Avitnesses Avho firmly believed in 
witchcraft, and swore to their belief in spectre dogs 
and wizards, as to show that, in the Midland Counties 
at least, such traditions are anytliing but extinct. If 
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80 much of the bad has been spared by steam, by 
natural philosophy, and by the Church, let us hope 
that some of the good may still linger along with it, 
and that an English Grimm may yet arise who may 
carry out ivhat Mr. Chambers has so well begun in 
Scotland, and discover in the mouth of an Anglo- 
Saxon Gammer Grethel some, at least, of those 
popular tales which England once had in common 
with all the Aryan race.’ 


Jamiary, 1859. 
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XXIV. 

TALES OF THE AVEST HIGHLiNDS\ 

W HEN reviewing, some time ago, Dr. Dasent’s 
‘ Popular Tales from the Norse,’ we expressed 
a hope that something might still be done for reco¬ 
vering at least a few fragments here and there of 
similar tales once current in England. Ever since 
the brothers Grimm surprised the world by their 
‘ Kinder und Hausmtirchen,’ which they had picked 
up in varipus parts of Germany—in beer-houses, in 
spinning-rooms, or in the warm kitchen of an old 
goodie—an active search has been set on foot in 
every comer of Germany, in Deiimark, Sweden, Nor¬ 
way, nay, even in Finland and Lapland, for every¬ 
thing in the shape of popular sayings, j^roverbs, 
riddles, or tales. The result has been more than 
could have been expected. A considerable literature 
has been brought together, and we have gained an 
insight into the natural growth of popular lore, 
more instructive than anything that could be ga¬ 
thered from chronicles or historians. Our hope that 
Dr. Dasent’s work would give a powerful impulse 
to similar researches in this country has not been 


> ‘ Popular Tales of the West Highlands,’ Orally collected, with 
a translation by J. F. Campbell Edinburgh: Edmonston and 
Douglas, 1860. 
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disappointed. Good books seem to beget good books, 
and in Mr. Campbell’s ‘Popular Tales of the West 
Highlands,’ orally collected, with a translation, we 
are glad to welcome the first response to the appeal 
made by the translator of the Norse Tales. It might 
be feared, indeed, as Dr. Dasent said in his learned 
and eloquent Introduction, whether the time for 
collecting such English traditions was not past 
and gone, whether the steam-engine and printing- 
press had not played their great work of enlighten¬ 
ment too well, and whether the popular tales, of 
which no doubt, the land was once full, had not 
faded away before these great mventions, as the 
nice of giants waned before the might of Odin and 
the ^sir. But not so. Of course such stories were 
not to be found in .London or its immediate neigh¬ 
bourhood. People who went out story-fishing to 
Richmond or Gravesend would find but poor sport 
among white-tic’d waiters or barmaids in silk. How¬ 
ever, even in St. James Street, a practised hand may 
get a rise, as untness the following passage from 
Mr. Campbell’s preface: 

‘ I met two tinkers in St. James Street, in February, 
■with black faces and a pan of burning coals each. 
They were followed by a -wife, and pi’eceded by a 
mangy terrier with a stiff tail. I joined the party, 
and one told me a version of “ the man who travelled 
to learn what shivering meant,” while we walked 
together through the Park to Westminster.’ 

But though a stray story may thus be bagged in 
the West-end of London, Mr. Campbell knew.full 
well that his best chance would lie as far away 
from the centre of civilisation as railways could carry 
him, and as far away from railways as his legs could 
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take him. So he went to his own native country, 
the Western Islands and Highlands of Scotland. 
There he knew he would meet with people who 
could neither read nor write, who hardly knew a 
word of English, and from whom he remembered 
as a child to have heard stories exactly like those 
which Dr. Dasent had lately imported from Norway. 
We must copy at least one description of the haunts 
explored by Mr. Campbell : 

‘ Lbt me describe one of these old story-men as a 
type of his kind. I trust he will not be offended, 
for he was very polite to me. His name is Mac- 
Phie ; he lives at the north end of South Uist, where 
the road ends at a sound, which has to be forded at 
the ebb to go to Benbecula. The house is built of 
a double wall of loose boulders, with a layer of pe.at 
three feet thick between the walls. The ends are 
round, and the roof rests on the inner wall, leaving 
room for a crop of yellow gowans. A man might 
Avalk round the roof on the top of the wall. There 
is but one room, with two low doors, one on each 
side of the house. The fire is on the floor ; the 
chimney is a hole above it ; and the rafters are hung 
with pendants and festoons of shiping black peat 
reek. They are of birch of the mainland, American 
drift wood, or broken wreck. They support a cover¬ 
ing of turf, and straw, and stones and heather ropes, 
which keep out the rain well enough. 

‘The house stands on a green bank, Avith grey 
rocks protruding through the turf; and the whole 
neighbourhood is pervaded by cockle shells, which 
indi&te the food of the people and their fishing 
pursuits. In a neighbouring kiln there were many 
cai’t-loads about to be burned, to make that lime 



TALES OF THE WEST HIGHLANDS. 


345 


•which is so durable in the old castles. The owner 
of the house, whom I -visited twice, is seventy-nine. 
He told me nine stories, and, like all the others, 
declared that there was no man in the island who 
knew them so well. “ He could not say how many 
he knew he seemed to know versions of nearly 
everything I had got ; and he told me plainly that 
iny versions were good for nothing. “ Huch! thou 
hast not got them right at all.” “ They came into 
his mind,” he said, “sometimes at night when he 
could not sleep—old tales that he had not heard for 
threescore years.” 

‘ He had the manner of a practised narrator, and 
it i.s quite evident that he is one ; he chuckled at 
the interesting jiarts, and laid his withered finger on 
my knee as he gave out the terrible bits -with due 
solemnity. A small boy in a kilt, with large round 
glittering eyes, was standing mute at his knee, gazing 
at his wrinkled face, and devouring every word. The 
boy’s mother first boiled and then mashed potatoes; 
and his father, a well grown man in tartan breeks, 
ate them. Ducks and ducklings, a cat and a kitten, 
some hens, and a baby, all tumbled about on the clay 
floor together, and expressed their delight at the 
savoury prospect, each in his own fashion ; and then 
wayfarers dropped in and listened for, a spell, and 
passed their remarks, till the ford was shallow. The 
light came streaming down the chimney, and through 
a single pane of glass, lighting up a track in the blue 
mist of the peat smoke ; and fell on the white hair 
and brown withered face of the old man, as he sat 
on a low stool, with his feet to the fire ; and the rest 
of the dwelling, with all its plenishing of boxes and 
box-beds, dishes and dresser, and gear of all sorts, 
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faded away, through shades of deepening brown, to 
the black darkness of the smoked roof and the “ peat 
corner.” There we sat, and smoked and talked for 
hours till the tide ebbed ; and then I crossed the 
ford by wading up to the waist, and dried my 
clothes in the wind in Benbecula.’ 

Mr. Campbell, we see, can describe w'ell, and the 
small sketches which he inserts in his preface—bits 
of scenery from Scotland or Lapland, from Spain or 
Algiers—are evidently the work of a man who can 
handle brush and pen with equal skill. If he had 
simply given a description of his travels in the 
,/Western Highlands, interspersed with some stories 
gathered from the mouths of the people, he would 
have given us a most charming Christmas-book. But 
Mr, Campbell had a higher aim. He had learned 
from Dr. Dasent’s preface, that popular stories may 
be made to tell a story of their own, and that they 
may yield most valuable materials for the paheori- 
tologj'- of the human race. The nations who are 
comprehended under the common a])pellation of 
Aryan or Indo-European—the Hindus, the Persians, 
the Celts, Germans, Romans, Greeks, and Slaves— 
do not only share the same words anjd the same 
grammar slightly modified in each country, but they 
seem to have likewise preserved a mass of popular 
tradition which had grown up before they had left 
their common home. That this is true with regard 
to mythological traditions has been full}'^ proved, and 
comparative mythology hag by this time taken its 
place as a recognized science, side by side with 
comparative philology. But it is equally known 
that the gods of ancient mythology were changed 
into the demi-gods and heroes of ancient epic poetry, 
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and that these demi-gods again became, at a later 
age, the principal characters of our nursery tales. 
If, therefore, the Saxons, Celts, Romans, Greeks, 
Slaves, Persians, and Hindus once spoke the same 
language, if they worshipped the same Gods and 
believed in the same mythes and legends, we need 
not be surprised that even at the present day there 
is still a palpable similarity between the stories told 
by Macl’hie of South Uist and those for which we 
are indebted to the old grannies in every village of 
Germany—nay, that the general features of their 
tales should be discovered in the stories of Vishnu- 
sarman and Soinadeva in India. 

The discovery of such similarities is no doubf 
highly interesting, but at the same time the subject 
requires tlie most delicate handling. Such has been 
the later literary intercourse between the nations of 
the East and the West, that many channels, besides 
that of the one common primitive language, were 
open for the spreading of popular stories. The 
researches of l)e Sacy and Benfey have laid open 
several of these channels through which stories, 
ready-made, were carried tlu-ough successive trans¬ 
lations from India to Persia and Greece and the rest 
of Eurojie. This took place during the Middle Ages ; 
whereas the Original seeds of Indo-European legends 
must have been brought to Europe by the first 
Arj^ans who settled in Greece, Italy, Germany, and 
Gaul. These two classes of legends must, therefore, 
be carefully kept apart, though their separation is 
often a work of great difficulty. The first class of 
legends—those which were known to the primeval 
Aryan race, before it broke up into Hindus, Greeks, 
Romans, Germans, and Celts—may be called primi- 
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tive, or organic.. The second—those which were 
imported in later times from one literature into 
another—may be called secondary, or inorganic. The 
former represent one common ancient stratum of 
language and thought, reaching from India to 
Europe; the latter consist of boulders of various 
strata carried along by natural and artificial means 
from one country to another. As we distinguish in 
each Aryan language between common and foreign 
words—the former constituting the ancient heir-loom 
of the Aryan race, the latter being borrowed by 
Romans from Greeks, by Germans from Romans, by 
Celts from Germans—so we ought to distinguish 
between common aboriginal Aiyan legends and 
legends borrowed and transplanted at later times. 
The rules which apply to the treatment of words 
apply with equal force to the comparative anal}'si 3 
of legends. If we find words in Sanskrit exactly 
the same as in Greek, we know that they cannot be 
the same words. The phonetic system of Greek is 
different from that of Sanskrit; and words, in order 
to prove their original identity, must be shown to 
have suffered the modifying influences of the phonetic 
system peculiar to each language. Ekatara in San¬ 
skrit cannot be the same word as sxars^os in Greek; 
better in English cannot be the same as behter in 
Persian. Ei in German cannot be the same as English 
eye. If they wei'e the same words, they would 
necessarily have diverged more widely through the 
same influence which made Greek diflTereut from 
Sanskrit, Persian different from English, and English 
different from German. This of course does not 
apply to foreign words. When the Romans adopted 
the word philosophos from Greek, they hardly 
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changed it at all; whereas the root sap had, by a * 
perfectly natural process, produced sapiens in Latin, 
and sophos in Greek. 

Another rule of the science of language which ought 
to be carefully observed in the comparative study of 
legends is this, that no comparison should be made ' 
before each word is traced back to its most primitive 
form and meaning. We cannot compare English and 
Hindustani, but we can trace an English word back 
to Anglo-Saxon and Gothic, and a Hindustani word 
back to Hindu and Sanskrit; and then from Gothic 
and Sanskrit we can measure and discover the central* 
point from whence the original Aryan ■word pro¬ 
ceeded. AVe thus discover not only its original form, 
but at the same time its etymological meaning. 
Applying this rule to the comparison of popular tales, 
we maintain that before any comparison can be insti¬ 
tuted between nursery tales of Germany, England, 
and India, each tale must be traced back to a legend 
or mythc from whence it arose, and in which it had 
a natui'al meaning: othernrise we cannot hope to amve 
at any satisfactory results. One instance must suf¬ 
fice. to illustrate the application of these rules. Iir 
Mr. Campbell’s West Highhmd Tales we meet with 
the story of a frog who wishes to marry the daughter 
of a queen, and who, when the youngest daughter of 
the queen consents to become his wife, is freed from 
a spell and changed into a handsome m.an. This 
story can be traced back to the year 1548. In 
Germany it is well known as the story of the 
‘ Froschkbnig.’ Mr. Campbell thinks it is of Gaelic 
origin, because the speech of the frog in Gaelic is 
an imitation of the gurgling and quacking of spring 
frogs. However, the first question to answer is 
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this, How came such a story ever to be invented? 
Human beings, we may hope, were at all times 
sufficiently enlightened to know tliat a marriage 
between a frog and the daughter of a queen was 
absurd. No poet could ever have sat down to invent 
sheer nonsense like this. We may ascribe to our 
ancestors any amount of childlike simplicity, but we 
must take care not to degrade tliem to the rank of 
mere idiots. There must have been something rational 
in the early stories and mythes; and until we find a 
reason for each, we nlust just leave them alone as we 
leave a curious petrifaction which has not yet been 
traced back to any living type. Now, in our case 
it can be shown that frog was used as a name of the 
sun. In the ancient floating speech of the Arj'an 
family the sun had hundreds of names. Each poet 
thought he had a right to call the sun by his own 
name; and he would even call it by a different name 
at sunrise and at sunset, in spring and in winter, in 
war or in peace. Their ancient language was through¬ 
out poeticiil and metaphorical. The sun might be 
called the nourisher, the awakenci', the giver of life, 
the messenger of death, the brilliant eye of heaven, 
the golden swan, the dog, tlie wolf, the lion. Now 
at sunrise and sunset, when the sun seemed squatting 
on the water, it was called the frog. This may have 
been at first the expression of one individual poet, 
or the slang name once used by a fisherman watching 
the sun as it slowly emerged from the clouds in 
winter. But the name possessed vitality; it remained 
current for a time; it was amplified into short pro¬ 
verbial sayings; and at last, when the original 
metaphor was lost sight of, when people no longer 
knew that the frog spoken of in their saws and 



TALES OP THE WEST HIGHLANDS. 


251 


proverbs was meant for the sun, these saws and 
proverbs became changed into mythes and legends. 
In Sanskrit the name of the frog is Bheka, and from 
it a feminine was formed, Bheki. This feminine, 
Bheki, must have been at one time used as a name 
of the sun, for tlie sun was under certain circum¬ 
stances feminine in India as well as in Germany. 
After a time, when this name had become obsolete, 
stories were told of Bheki which had a natural 
sense only when told of the sun, and which are the 
same in character as other stories told of heroes or 
heroines whose original solar character cannot fa# 
doubted. Thus we find in Sanskrit the story that 
Bheki, the frog, was a beautiful girl; and that one 
day, Avhen sitting near a well, she was discovered by 
a king, who asked her to be his wife. She consented, 
on condition that he should never show her a drop 
of water. One day, being tired, she asked the king 
for water, the king forgot his promise, brought water, 
and Bheki disappeared. This story was knoAvn 
at the time when Kapila wrote his philosophical 
aphorisms in India, for it is there quoted as an 
illustration. But long before Kapila the story of 
Bheki must have grown up .gradually, beginning 
with a short saying about the sun—such as that 
Bheki, the sun, will die at the sight of water, as we 
should say that the sun will set when it approaches 
the water from which it rose in the morning. Thus, 
viewed as a woman, the sun-frog might be changed 
into a woman and manned to a king; ncAved as 
a man he might be married to a princess. In either 
case stories would naturally arise to explain more of 
less fully all that seemed strange in these marriages 
between frog and man, and the change from sun to 
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frog, and from frog to man, which was at first due 
to the mere spell of language, would, in our nursery 
tales, be ascribed to miraculous charms more familiar 
to a later age. 

It is in this way alone that a coniparison of tales, 
legends, and mythes can lead to truly scientific results. 
Mere similarity between stories discovered in distant 
parts of the world is no more than similarity of sound 
between words. Words may be identical in sound, 
and yet totally distinct in origin. In all branches of 
science we want to know the origin of things, and to 
watch their growth and decay. If ‘ Storiology,’ as 
Mr. Campbell calls it, is to be a scientific study, it 
must follow the same course. Mr. Campbell has 
brought together in his introduction and his notes 
much that is valuable and curious. The coincidences 
which he has pointed out between the stories of the 
Western Highlands and otJier 2 >arts of the Aryan 
world, arc striking in themselves, and will be useful 
for fui’ther I'esearches. But the most valuable parts 
of his work are the stories themselves. For these he 
, will receive the thanks of all who are interested in 
the study of language and popjular literature, and we 
hope that he will feej encouraged to go on with his 
work, and that his examjde will be followed by others 
in other parts of England, Scotland, and Ireland. 


Ftlruary, 1861. 



253 


XXV. 

ON MANNERS AND CUSTOMS'. 

rPHE Btudy of mankind is making rapid progress 
in our days. The early history of the human 
race, which in former centuries was written chiefly 
by poets or philosopliers, has now been taken up in 
good earnest by men who care for facts, and for facts 
only, and who, if they cannot reveal to us the very 
beginnings of human life and human thought, have 
succeeded, at least, in opening broad views into a 
distant past, hitherto imj^enetrable, and have brought 
together fragments of language, religion, mythology, 
legends, laws, and customs which give us a real and 
living idea of the early ancestors of our race. 

The first impulse to these researches was given by 
the science of language; By a mere classification of 
languages and by a careful analysis of words, that 
science has shed a dazzling light on the darkest ages 
in the history of miin. Where all was guess-work 
before, we have now a well-established pedigree of 
languages and races, which still stand the test of the 
most uncompromising scepticism. Who in the last 
century could have dreamt of a genealogical relation- 


* ‘^{csearches into the Early History of Mankind, and the 
Develo 2 )nicnt of Civilisation.’ By Edward Burnet Tylor, author 
of ‘ Mexico and the Mexicjuis.’ London: John Murray, 18G5. 
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ship between the languages of the Greeks and 
Romans and that of the ancient Hindus, or the 
Persians of Zoroaster and Darius ? Who would have 
ventured to maintain that the Teutonic, Celtic, and 
Slavonic nations were in reality of the same kith 
and kin as the Greeks and Romans, who looked do^vn 
upon them as mere barbarians ? The change from 
the Ptolemaic system to that which placed the sun 
in the centre of our planetary world was hardly more 
startling than the discoveiy of an Indo-European or 
Arj^an family of speech, which unites by a common 
bond nations so distant as the inhabitants of Ceylon 
and Iceland, And by how close a bond! Let us 
consider but one instance. ‘I know’ in modern 
German is ich weiss; ‘we know,’ in the plural, 
wir wissen. Why this change of vowel in tlie 
singular and plural? Modem German can give us 
no answer, nor ancient German, not even the most 
ancient German of the fourth century, the Gothic of 
Ulphilas, Here, too, we find vait, ‘I know,’ with 
the diphthong in the singular, but vitum, ‘we 
know,’ with the simple vowel. A similar change 
meets us in the ancient language of England, and 
king Alfred would have said w^t, ‘I know,' but 
witon, ‘we know,’ If, then, we turn to Greek Ave 
see here too the same anomalous transition from 
(v)oida, ‘I know,’ to (v)ismen,‘we know;’ but we 
look in vain for any intelligible explanation of so 
capricious a change. At last Ave turn to Sanskrit, 
and there not only do we meet with the change from 
veda, ‘I know,’ to vidma, ‘we know,’ but we also 
discover the key to it. In Sanskrit the accent of 
the perfect falls throughout on the first syllable in 
the singular, in the plural on the last; and it was 
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this change of accent which produced the analogous 
change in the length of the radical vowel. So small 
and apparently insignificant a fact as this, the change 
of i into S (ai) whenever the accent fiills on it, teaches 
us lessons more important than all the traditions put 
together which the inhabitants of India, Greece, and 
Germany have preserved of their earliest migrations 
and of the foundations of their empires, ascribed to 
their gods, or to the sons their gods and heroines. 
This one fact proves that before the Hindus mi¬ 
grated to the southern peninsula of Asia, and before 
the Greeks and Germans had trodden the soil of 
Europe, the common ancestors of these three races 
spoke one and the same language, a language so weU 
regulated and so firmly settled that we' can discover 
the same defiidte outlines in the grammar of the 
ancient songs of the Veda, the poems of Homer, and 
the Gothic Bible of Ulphilas. What does it mean, 
then, that in each of these three languages ‘ I know ’ 
is expressed by a perfect, originally meaning ‘ I have 
perceived ? ’ It means that this fashion or idiom had 
become permanent before the Greeks separated from 
the Hindus, before the Hindus became unintelligible 
to tlie Germans. And what is the import of the 
shortening of the vowel in the plural, or rather of its 
strengthening in the singular? Its import is that, 
at an early period in the growth of the most ancient 
Aryan language, the terminations of the first, second, 
and third persons singular had ceased to be felt as 
independent personal pronouns; that hence they had 
lost the accent, wliich fell back on the radical vowel; 
while in the plural the terminations, continuing to 
be felt as modificatory pronominal suffixes, retained 
the accent and left the radical vowel unchanged. 



256 ON MANNEBS AN® CUSTOMS. 

t 

This rule continued to be observed in Sanskrit long 
after the reason of it had ceased to be perceived. 
The change of accent and the change of vowel re¬ 
mained in hhmony. In Greek, on the contrary, the 
accentuation was gradually changed. The accent in 
the perfect remained in the plural on the same vowel 
as in the singular; yet, although thus the efficient 
cause for the change in the vowel had disappeared, 
we find the Greek continuing to strengthen the 
vowel in the singular (v)oida, and to shorten it 
in the plural (v)isinen, instead of (v)idmcn, just 
as their forefathers had done before their common 
language had been broken up into so many national 
dialects—the Sanskrit, the Greek, the German. The 
facts of language, however small, are historical facts, 
and require an historical explanation; and no expla¬ 
nation of the fact just mentioned, which is one out of 
thousands, has yet been started, excejit that long 
before the earliest literfiry documents of Sanskrit, 
which go back to 1500 b.c., long before Homer, long 
before the first appearance of Latin, Celtic, German, 
and Slavonic speech, there’must have been an earlier 
and more primitive language, the fountain-head of 
all, just as Latin was the fountain-head of Italian, 
French, and Spanish. How much time was required 
for this gradual change and separation—how long it 
took before the Hindus and Greeks, starting from 
the same centre, became so different in their lan¬ 
guage as the Sanskrit of the Veda is from the Greek 
of Homer—is a question which no honest scholar 
would venture to answer in definite chronological 
language. It must have taken several generations, 
it may have taken hundreds or thousands of years. 
We have no adequate measures for such changes, 
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and analogies derived from the ,tiine required for 
modem changes are as deceptive iri language as in 
geologJ^ The facts established once for all by the 
science of language are important enbugh in them¬ 
selves, even thougli the ancient periods^ in the growth 
of human thought wliich have thus unexpectedly been 
opened before our eyes should resist ail attempts at 
chronological measurement. There is a perspective 
order of facts wliich to those acquainted with the facts 
is more instmetive than mere chronological perspec¬ 
tive, and he wlio, after examining the grammars of 
Greek and Sanskrit, simjily wonders how long it 
must have taken before two branches of speech, once 
unired, could diverge so far, has a fiir more real and 
useful impression of the long process that led to such 
results than he who should assert that a thousand 
years is the minimum to account for such changes. 

What it is iin])ortant to know, and more important 
than any date", is this, that if we search for monu¬ 
ments of the earliest histozy of our race, we have 
but to look around us. Si monuiuentum qua'ris, 
circuinspiee. Our language, the dialects spoken 
at the present izioment in every town and village of 
tliese islands, not excluding the ('eltic vei'iiacnlars of 
Wales, Ireland, and Scotland; the langnages again 
of Germany, Sweden, Denmai-k, of Italy, Tz’anc*', 
Spain, of Russia iind her dependencies, of l*ersia and 
of India; these are the most ancient niomnzients, 
these are the ancient mouiuls through which we may 
run our trenches if we wish to discover beneath their 
surface the very jialaces Avhich wci'e the homes of 
our foi’cfathers, the veiy temples in whieli they 
prayed and woi'shipped. Languages, it is trae, are 
constantly changing, but never in the history of man 
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has there been a new language. What does that 
mean ? Neither more nor less than that in speaking 
as we do, we are using the same materials, however 
broken up, crushed, and put together anew, which 
were handled by the first speaker, i.e. the first real 
ancestor of our race. Call that ancestor Adam, and 
the world is still speaking the language of Adam. 
Call those ancestors Shem, Ham, and Japhet, and 
the races of mankind are still speaking the languages 
of Shem, Ham, and Japhet. Or if we use the termi¬ 
nology of the science of language, we say again that 
all Aryan nations are still speaking the language of 
the founders and fathers of the Aryan family, in the 
same sense in which Dante speaks the language of 
Virgil, or Guizot the language of Cicero; that all 
Semitic nations speak but varieties of the original 
speech of their first ancestors, and that the languages 
of the Turanian or Allophylic tribes are so many 
rivers and rivulets diverging from distant centres, 
changing so rapidly as almost to lose their own 
identity, yet in their first beginnings as ancient as 
any of the Aiyan or Semitic branches of speech. 
The very words, which we are here using have their 
first beginning nowhere within the recollection of 
history. We hear of the invention of new tools and 
weapons, we never hear of the invention of new 
languages or even of new words. New words are 
old words; old in' their material elements, though 
new, and constantly renewed, in their form. If we 
analyse any word, its last radical elements, those 
elements which resist further analysis, are pre¬ 
historic, primordial, older than anything human in 
the realm of nature or the realm of thought. In 
these words, if carefully analysed, is to be read the 
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history of the human mind, the gradual progress 
from simple to mixed modes of thought, from 
material to abstract conceptions, from clear to ob¬ 
scure metuphors. Let us take one instance. Do we 
want to know what was uppermost in the minds of 
those who formed the word for punishment, the 
Latin poena, or punio, to punish; the root ph in 
Sanskrit, wliich means to cleanse, to purify, tells us 
tliat the Latin derivative was originally formed, not 
to express mere striking or torturing, but cleansing, 
correcting, delivering from the stain of sin. In 
Sanskrit many a god is implored to cleanse away 
(punihi) the sins of men, and the substantive 
])avana, though it did not come to mean punish¬ 
ment—this in Sanskrit is called by the most appro- 
]>riate name danda, stick—took in later times the 
sense of purification and penance. Now, it is clear 
tliat the train of thought which leads from purifica¬ 
tion to penance or from purification to punishment 
reveals a moral and even a religious sentiment in the 
concej)tion and naming of poena, and it shows us 
that in the very infancy of criminal justice punish¬ 
ment was looked upon, not simply as a retribution 
or revenge, but as a correction, as a removal of guilt. 
We do not feel the' presence of these early thoughts 
when we speak of corj)oral punishment or castiga¬ 
tion; yet castigation, too, was originally chasten¬ 
ing, froracastus, pure; and incestum was impurity 
or sin, which, according to Homan law, the priests 
had to make good, or to punish, by a supplicium, 
a supplication or prostration before the gods. The 
power of punishment, originally belonging to the 
father, as part of his patria potestas, was gradually 
transferred to the king, and if we want to know 
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the original conception of kingship among the Arj'an 
nations we have again only to analyse etymologi¬ 
cally some of their names for king. These names 
tell us nothing of divinely given prerogative nor 
of the possession of supereminent strength, courage, 
and wisdom. Cranaka, one of the words for king 
in Sanskrit, means originally parent, father, then 
kins:, thus showing the natural transition from father 
to king, from patria to regia potestas. It was 
an important remark of one of the most thoughtful 
etymologists, Jacob Grimm, that the Old Korse 
word for king, Konungr or Kongr, cannot, as 
was commonly su])posed, be derived from the Old 
Norse kyn, race, nor the Anglo-Saxon cyuing, from 
cyn, kin, family. King is an old word common to 
the three branches of the Teutonic races, not coined 
afresh in Sweden, England, and Germany, nay, not 
even coined out of purely Gennan ore. It did not 
mean originally a man of family, a man of noble 
birth, but it is, as we said, in reality the same word, 
both in fonn and meaning, as the Sanskrit i/anakii, 
formed previously to the separation of Sanskrit, fi-om 
German, and meaning originally father, secondly, 
king. 

And here we pei’ceive the difference between ety¬ 
mology and definition which has so often been over¬ 
looked. The etymology of a word can never give us 
its definition; it can only supply us with historical 
evidence that at the time when a word was formed, 
its predicative power represented one out -of many 
characteristic features of the object to which it was 
applied. We are not justified in saying that because 
punire meant originally to purify, therefore the 
Roman conception of punishment was exclusively 
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that of purification. All we can say is that one 
aspect of punishment, which struck the earliest 
framers of the language of Italy, was that of expia¬ 
tion. Other views of punishment, however, were by 
no means overlooked, but found manifold expression 
in synonymous words. Thus the transition of mean¬ 
ing from father to king shows that as in each family 
the eldest male parent was supreme, so when families 
grew into clans, tribes, and nations, a similar supre¬ 
macy over these larger communities was allowed to 
c»ne of the fathers or elders. It shows us one phase 
in the origin of patriarchal kingship, one so well 
Itronght out by Mr. Maine in his ‘ Ancient Law;’ but 
it neither proves that kingly government among the 
/\rvan nations was ahvays i)atemal, nor that there 
were no other steps to sovereign power. Words such 
as rex, from regere, to steer; dux, from ducere, 
to lead, or iraperator, a general, tell us of different 
ways in -which ancient dynasties were founded. 

By this process of comparing and analysing words, 
particularly words common to many or all of the 
Aryan nations, it has been possible to recover some 
of the thoughts that filled the hearts and minds of 
our own most distant ancestors, of a rtice of men who 
lived we know not where and when, but to whose 
intellectual labours we owe not only the precious ore, 
but much of the ready money which still forms the 
intellectual currency of the Aryan world. Our dic¬ 
tionaries are but new editions of their dictionaiy; 
our grammars but abstracts of their grammar. If 
we are what we are, not only by flesh and blood, but 
.by thought and language, then our true kith and 
kin are to be found among the nations of Greece 
and Italy, of India and Persia; our true ancestors lie 
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buried in that central Aryan home from which, at a 
time long before the fifteenth century b.c., migrated 
those who brought to India the language of the 
Vedas, and to the shores of the iEgean Sea the lan¬ 
guage of the Homeric songs. 

Here, however, the science of language does not 
stop. Not satisfied vdth having proved the original 
identity of the grammatical structure of Sanskrit, 
Persian, Greek, Latin, the Teutonic, Slavonic, and 
Celtic dialects, and thus having brought to light 
the original meaning of their words, it proceeded to 
establish another fact of equal importance, and to 
open a new field of research of even greater interest. 
It showed that the broad outlines of the ancient 
religions of those races were likewise the same, that 
originally they all worshipped the same gods, and 
that their earliest communities were not broken up 
before such pregnant conceptions as God, evil 
spirit, heaven, sacred, to- worship, to believe, 
had found expression. The comparison of the dif¬ 
ferent forms of Aryan religion and mythologj’^ in 
India, Persia, Greece, Italy, and Germimy, has fol¬ 
lowed closely in the wake of comparative philology, 
and its results cannot fail to modify largely the 
views commonly entertained of the origin of the 
religions of mankind. 

Nor was this all. It was soon perceived that in 
each of these nations there was a tendency to change 
the original conception of divine powers, to mis¬ 
understand the many names given to these powers, 
and to misinterpret the praises addressed to them. 
In this manner some of the divine names were 
changed into half-divine, half-human heroes, and at 
last the mythes which were true and intelligible as 
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told originally of the sun, or the dawn, or the storms, 
were turned into legends or fables too marvellous to 
be believed of common mortals, yet too profane to be 
believed any longer of gods like those who were 
worshipped by the contemporaries of Thales or 
Herakleitos. This process can be watched in India, 
in Greece, in Germany. The same story, or nearly 
the same, is told of gods, of heroes, and of men. 
The divine mythe becomes an heroic legend, and 
the heroic legend fades away into a nursery tale. 
Our nursery tales have well been called the modern 
patois of the ancient sacred jnythology of the Aryan 
race, and a.s there are similarities between Hindu¬ 
stani and French (such similarities as we may expect 
between distant cousins) Ave may well understand 
how it came to pass that in many of the Norse tales 
or in Grimm’s Mahrchen the burden of the storj’ 
is the same as in the Eastern fairy tales and in 
Grecian fables. Here, too, the ground-plan of a new 
science has been sketched out, and broken relics of 
the ancient folk-lore of the Aryan family have been 
picked up in the cottages of Scotland, the spinning- 
rooms of Germany, the bazaars of Herat, and the 
monasteries of Ceylon. 

Thus we have finished our survey of the various 
inquiries into the ancient ‘ works and days ’ of man¬ 
kind which have been set on foot by the students of 
the science of language, and we have reached at last 
that point where we may properly appreciate the 
object and character of Mr. Tylor’s book, ‘ Ecsearches 
into the Early History of Mankind and the Develop¬ 
ment of Civilisation.’ The question had often been 
asked,—if everything in language which seems 
modem is really so very old, if an unbroken chain 
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unites our thoughts with the first stammerings of 
our Aryan forefathers, if the Robin Hood of our 
nursery tales is only a disguise of the Northern god 
Wodan or Odin, and our Harlequin a mollified 
representative of the Hellequin of the Franks, why 
should not the same apply to many of our man¬ 
ners and customs ? It is true we are no longer 
shepherds and hunters, like our earlier forefathers. 
We wash, and comb, and dress, and sifave, while they 
had no names for soap or razors, for combs or kilts. 
They were uncivilised pagans—we are civilised 
Christians. Yet, in spite of all these differences, it 
■was thought to be a question of interest Avhether 
some of our modern customs might not be traced 
back to earlier sources, and be shown to have pre¬ 
vailed not only on Teutonic soil, but among several, 
or all, of the races which together form the Aryan 
family. Jacob Grimm wrote a most interesting paper 
on the different forms of burial, and he came to tlic 
conclusion that both burning and burying were re¬ 
cognised forms of sepulture among the Aryan nations 
from the earliest times, but that burning was origin¬ 
ally preferred by nomadic, buiying by agricultural 
tribes. He likewise showed that the burning of 
■widows was by no means a custom confined to India, 
but that it existed in earlier times among Thracians, 
Getse, and Scythians, and that the sell-immolation 
of Brynhild on the pile of Sigurd was by no means 
an isolated instance in the mythology of the Teu¬ 
tonic race. Curious coincidences have likewise been 
pointed out in the marriage ceremonies of the Hin¬ 
dus, Greeks, Romans, and Germans, and. not a few of 
the laws and customs of the Teutonic tribes have 
been traced back by Grimm, with more or less 
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success, to corresponding laws and customs in India, 
Greece, and Italy. 

It is, no doubt, desirable in researches of this kind 
to keep at first within the bounds laid down by the 
science of language, and to compare the customs of 
those nations only wliose languages are known to be 
of the same origin. A comparative study of Aryan 
customs, of Semitic customs, of Turanian customs 
would yield moi’e satisfactory results than a promis¬ 
cuous intercomparison of the customs of all mankind. 
In a book recently published by Mr. M'Tennan ‘ On 
Primitive Marriage,’ in which he proves that among 
many naticHis wives were originally captured, and 
that the form of capture remained as a symbol in the 
marriage ceremonies of later ages, the want of some 
systematic treatment of this kind is felt very much, 
and while we find evidence from all quarters of the 
globe in support of his theory, we miss a due con¬ 
sideration of what is nearer home ; for instance, the 
Old Norse word quiin-fang, ‘ wife-catching,’ and the 
German brht-loufti, ‘bride-racing,’ both used in the 
sense of marriage. 

At the same time, a more comprehensive study of 
customs is necessary as a corrective for more special 
inquiries. If we find the same custom in India and 
in Greece, we are apt to sujipose that it must have 
sprung from a common source, and we are inclined 
to ascribe its origin to the times preceding the 
Aryan separation. But if we find exactly the same 
custom in America or Australia, we are warned at 
once against too hasty conclusions. In this respect 
Mr. M“Lennan’s book is very useful. We learn, for 
instance, that bride-racing, even as a merely symbolic 
ceremony, was by no means confined to the Aryan 
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nations. Among the wild tribes of the Malay penin¬ 
sula the bride and bridegroom are led by one of the 
old men of the tribe towards a circle. The girl runs 
round first, and the young man pursues a short 
distance behind ; if he succeed in reaching and re¬ 
taining her, she becomes his wife ; if not, he loses all 
claim to her. As in a comparative study of laws we 
must leam to distinguish the surface of conventional 
statutes from the lower and far more widely extend¬ 
ing substratum of morality, so in a comparative study 
of customs, it is necessary to separate what is con¬ 
ventional, individual, local, or national from what is 
natural, general, universal, and simply huinan. If, 
fpr instance, we found metrical and rhythmical 
poetry in Greece, Rome, and India only, we might 
look upon it as an invention peculiar to the Aryan 
race ; but if we find the same among Semitic and 
Turanian races, we see at once that metre and 
rhythm are forms which human language naturally 
assumes, and which may be brought to more or less 
])erfection under circumstances more or less favour¬ 
able. Lolling out the tongue as a sign of contempt 
is certainly an ancient Aryan custom, for the verb 
lal is found in Sanskrit with the same meaning as in 
English. Yet this gesture is not restricted to Arj'’an 
nations. Rubbing of noses, by way of salutation, 
might seem peculiar to the New Zealander ; but it 
exists in China, and Linnajus found the same habit 
in the Lapland Alps. Here we perceive th6 priix- 
cipal difiSculty in what may be called ethological 
as distinguished from ethnological researches, and 
we see why it is necessary that in a comparative 
study of manners special studies should always be 
checked by more general observations. 
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In the volume before us -which we hope is only 
the first of a long series, Mr. Tylor has brought 
together the most valuable evidence as to the simi¬ 
larity of customs, not only among races linguistically 
related to each other, but likewise among races 
whose languages are totally distinct. He has been 
a most patient and accurate collector of facts, and, 
considering how few predecessors he has had in this 
branch of study, he deserves great credit for his 
industry in collecting and his good sense in arrang¬ 
ing his evidence. He expresses himself indebted to 
i)r. Gustav Klemm, of Dresden, and Dr. Bastian, 
whose works on the history of civilisation are fre¬ 
quently quoted. But Mr, Tylor has supplied that 
whicli was wanting in those works, by giving life and ’ 
purjx^se to facts, and making them instructive, in¬ 
stead of being simply oppressive. Some articles by 
Professor Lazarus, too, arc quoted from a German 
periodical s{)ecially devoted to what is called 
Volkerpsychologie, or ethnic psychology; but 
they are the works of a philosopher rather than of 
a collector of facts. They are full of deep meta- 
]>hyBical speculations, and we do not wonder at 
Mr. Tylor’s remarks, who, when quoting a particu¬ 
larly lucid and eloquent passage on the relation of 
speech to thought, observes, ‘ Transcendental as it is, 
it is put in such clear terms that we may almost 
think we understand it.’ 

Mr. Tylor is particularly free from foregone con¬ 
clusions ; nay, he has been blamed for not attemj^ting 
to bring his researches more to a point, and drawing 
general conclusions from the statements which he has 
grouped so well together. We have no doubt that 
his book would have been read with keener interest, 
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if it had been written in support of any popular or 
unpopular theory, or if certain conclusions to which 
his researches seem to lead had been laid down as 
indubitable facts. But what thus detracts from the 
ephemeral interest will increase the permanent value 
of his work. 

‘The ethnologist,’ says Mr. Tylor (p. 273), 

‘Must have derived from obseiwation of many 
cases a general notion of what man does and does 
not do before he can say of any particular custom 
which he finds in two distant places either that it is 
likely that a similar state of things may liave pro¬ 
duced it more than once, or that it is unlikely—that 
it is even so unlikely as to approach the limit of 
impossibility—that such a thing should have grown 
up independently in the two, or three, or twenty 
places where he finds it. In the first case, it is 
worth little or nothing to him as evidence bearing 
on the early history of mankind, but in the latter it 
goes with more or less force to prove that the ])eople 
who possess it are allied by blood, or have been in 
contact, or have been influenced indirectly one from 
the other, or both from a common source, or that 
some combination of these things has happened ; in 
a word, that there has been historical connection 
betwe^ them.’ 

Thus, Mr. Tylor argues very correctly that a belief 
in immortality, which is found in many parts of the 
world, is no proof of any historical contact between 
the nations that hold it. The ancient Hindus be¬ 
lieved in immortality, and in personal immortality ; 
and we find them in the Veda praying to their 
gods that they might see their fathers and mothers 
again in the bright world to come. We can hardly 
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imagine such a prayer from the lips of a Greek or 
a Roman, though it would not surprise us in the 
sacred groves of ancient Germany, What a deeply 
interesting work might be written on this one sub¬ 
ject—on the ditferent forms which a belief in 
immortality has assumed among the different races 
of mankind! We shall here only mention a few of 
its lowest foiins. 

The Greenlander believes that when a man dies 
his soul travels to Tomgarsuk, the land where reigns 
])erjictual summer, all sunshine, and no night; where 
there is good water, and birds, fish, seals, and rein¬ 
deer without end, that are to be caught without 
trouble, or are found cooking alive in a huge kettle. 
But the journey to this land is difficult; the souls 
have to slide five days or more domi a precipice all 
stained with the blood of those who have gone dowui 
before. And it is especially grievous for the poor 
souls, when the journey must be made in winter or 
in tempest, for then a soul may come to harm, or 
suffer the other death, as tluy call it, when it perishes 
utterly, and nothing is left. The bridge Es-Sirat, 
which strctclies over the midst of the Moslem h’ell, 
finer than a hair, sind sharper than the edge of a 
sword conveys a similar conception; and the Jews, 
too, when they came to believe in immortality, ima¬ 
gined a bridge of hell, at least for unbelievers to 
pass. Mr. Tylor traces this idea of a bridge m Java, 
in North America, in South America, and he shows 
how, in Polynesia, the bridge is'replaced by canoes 
in wffiich the souls' had to pass the great gulf. 

The native tribes of the lower end of South Ame¬ 
rica believe in two great powers of good and evil, 
but likoAvise in a number of inferior deities. These 
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are supposed to have been the ci'eators and ancestors 
of dilFerent families, and hence when an Indian dies 
his soul goes to live with the deity who presides over 
his particular family. These deities have each their 
separate habitations in vast caverns under the earth, 
and thither the departed repair to enjoy the happi¬ 
ness of being eternally drunk. 

Messrs. Lewis and Clarke give the following ac¬ 
count of the belief in a future state entertained by 
another American tribe, the Mandans : 

‘ Their belief in a future state is connected with 
this tradition of their origin:—^the whole nation 
resided in one large village underground near a sub¬ 
terraneous lake. A grape-vine extended its roots 
down to their habitation and gave them a view of 
the light. Some of the most adventui’ous climbed 
up the vine, and were delighted with the sight of 
the earth, which they found covered with buffalo, 
and rich with every kind of fruit, lieturning with 
the grapes they had gathered, their countrymen were 
so pleased with the taste of them that tht; whole 
nation resolved to leave their dull residence for the 
chdrms of the upper region. Men, women, and 
cldldren .ascended by means of the vine, but when 
about half the nation had reached the surface of the 
earth, a corpulent woman who was clambering up 
the vine broke it with her weight, and closed upon 
herself and the rest of the nation the light of the 
sun. Those who were left on earth made a village 
below where we saw the vine villages, and when the 
Mandans die they expect to return to the original seats 
of their forefathers, the good reaching the ancient vil¬ 
lage by means of the lake, which the burden of the 
sins of the wicked will not enable them to cross.’ 
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Mr. Tylor aptly compares the fable of the vine 
and the fat woman with the story of Jack and the 
Beanstalk, and he brings other stories from Malay 
and Polynesian districts embodying the same idea. 
Among the different ways by which it was thought 
possible to ascend from eartl^ to heaven, Mr. Tylor 
mentions the rank spear-grass, a rope or thong, a 
spider’s web, a ladder of iron or gold, a column of 
smoke, or the rainbow. In the Mongolic tales of 
Gesser Chan the hero lets himself down from heaven 
and ascends again by means of a chain. 

The Polynesians imagine that the sky descends at 
the horizon and encloses the earth. Hence they call 
foreigners papalangi, or ‘ heaven-bursters,’as having 
broken in from another -world outside. According 
to their views, we live upon the ground floor of a 
great house, with upper storeys rising one over 
another above us and cellars down below. There 
are holes in the ceiling to let the rain through, and 
as men are supposed to visit the dwellers above, the 
dwellers from below are believed to come sometimes 
up to the surface, and likewise to receive visits from 
men in return. 

Gatlin’s account of the Choctaw belief in a future 
state is equally curious. They hold that the spirit 
lives after death, and that it has a great distance to 
travel towards the Avest; that it has to cross a dread¬ 
ful, deep, and rapid stream, over Avhich, from hill to 
hill, there lies a long, slippeiy ])ine log, with the 
bark pealed off. Over this the dead have to pass 
before they reach the delightful hunting-grounds. 
The good walk on safely, though six people from the 
other side throw stones at them; but the wicked 
trying to dodge the stones, slip off the log, and fall 
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thousands of feet into the water which is dashing 
over the rocks. 

The New Hollanders, according to Mr. Oldfield, 
believe that all who are good men and have been 
properly buried, enter Irpaven after death. Heaven, 
which is the abode the two good divinities, is 
represented as a delightful place'", where there is 
abundance of game aifd food, never any excess of 
heftt or cold, rain or drought, no malign spirits, no 
sickness or death; but plenty of rioting, singing, and 
dancing for evermoi'e. They also believe in an evil 
spirit who dwells .in the nethermo.st regions, and, 
strange to say, they rci)resent him w'ith horns 
and a tail, though one would tliink that prior to 
the introduction of cattle into New Holland, the 
natives could not have been aware of the existence 
of horned beasts. 

Now, with regard to all these forms of belief in 
a future state, l\Ir. Tjdor would hold that they had 
ariseji independently among different races, and that 
they supply no argument in favour of an}' histcu'ical 
connection between these races. ]>ut let us now 
take a different in.stance. When we find in Africa 
the saijic beast fables with which we are familiar 
froth Reynard the Fox, then the coincidence is such 
that, act- jrding to Mr. Tylor, it cannot be ascribed to 
natural causes. 

, ‘ Dr. ^Dasent,’ lie -writes, ‘ in his Introduction to the 
Norse-Tales, has-aliown that popular stories found in 
the west and south of Africa must have come from 
the same course with old mythes current in distant 
regions of Europe. Still later, Dr. Bleek has pub¬ 
lished a collection of Hottentot Fables, “Reynard 
the Fox in South Afriga,” which shows that other 
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mythic episodes, long familiar in remote countries, 
have established themselves aniong these rude people 
as houseliold tales. As it happens, we know from 
other sources enough to explain the appearance in 
South Africa of stories from Reynard by referring 
them to European, and more particularly to Dutch, 
influences. Hut, even without such knowledge, the 
tales themselves prove an historical connection, near 
or remote, between Europe and the Cape of Good 
Hope. 

Where coincidences occur in the customs and tra¬ 
ditions of nations who, as liir as history tells us, have 
never had any intercourse together, Mr. Tylor simply 
j’egisters the fact, without drawing further conclu¬ 
sions. He has, indeed, endeavoured in one instance 
to establish an historical connection between the 
mythology of America and that of Asia and the rest 
of the w'orld, on the strength of a certain similarity 
of legends; but we doubt w'hether his e\idence, 
liow'cver striking, is strong enough to support so 
bold an arch. There is in the popular traditions of 
Central America the story of two brothers wdio, 
starting on their dangerous journey to the land of 
Xibalba, where their father had perished, plant each 
a cane in the middle of their grandmother’s house 
that she may know; by its flourishing or witheiing 
whether they are alive or dead. Exactly the same 
conception occurs in Grimm’s Mahrchen. When 
the two gold-children wish to see the wox’Id .and to 
leave their father, and when their father is sad and 
asks them how lie shall have neWs of them, they tell 
him, ‘ We leave you the two golden lUies; from 
these you can see how wc fare. If they are fresh 
we are well; if they fade w'e are ill; if they fall we 
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are dead.’ Grimm traces the same idea in Indian 
stories. Now this idea is strange enough, and its 
occurrence in India, Germany, and Centi'al America 
is stranger still. If it occurred in Indian and German 
tales only, we might consider it as ancient Aryan 
propert}', bdt when we find it again in Central 
America, nothing remains but either to admit a 
later communication between European settlers and 
native American story-tellers—an admission which, 
though diflicult, is not quite impossible; or to in¬ 
quire whether there is not some intelligible and 
truly human element in this supposed sympathy 
between the life of flowers and the life of man. 
Mr. Tylor himself has brought together analogous 
cases in his chapter of images and names. Thus, 
when a Maori war-party is to start, the priests set up 
sticks in the ground to represent the warriors, and 
he whose stick is blown down, is to fall in the battle. 
In British Guiana, Avhen young children are be¬ 
trothed, trees are planted by the respective parties 
in witness of the contract, and if either tree should 
happen to wither the child it belongs to is sure to 
die. And surely this is a feeling in which many can 
share even in this enlightened age. Pcrhai)s we 
should only call it unlucky if a tree planted by an 
absent child were suddenly to wither, or if a distant 
friend’s portrait ivere to fall from the wall, or if 
a wedding-ring were to roll off the finger; yet the 
fact tlmt we call such things unlucky shows that 
there must be something human in the sentiment 
which prompted the story of the gold-children, and 
of the brothers who went to Xibalba, and that Ave 
need not on that account admit an historical inter¬ 
course between the aborigines of Guatemala and the 
Aryans of India and Germany. 



OS MANSERS AND CUSTOMS. 


27« 


It is likewise a carious coincidence that the Mexi¬ 
cans represent an eclipse of the moon as the moon 
being devoured by a dragon, and that the Hindus do 
just the same; nay, both nations continued to use 
this expression long after they had discovered the 
true cause of an eclipse. Yet here again the original 
conception is natural and intelligible, and its occur¬ 
rence in India and Mexico need not be the result of 
any historical intei’course. We know that such an 
intercourse was suspected by Alexander von Hum¬ 
boldt, and we are far from considering it impossible. 
But the evidence on tlie American side requires 
more careful sifting than it has yet received, and we 
must remind Mr. Tylor that even the MS. of the 
‘ Popul Vuh,’ to which he refers for ancient American 
traditions, has never been traced beyond the end of 
the seventeenth century, and that even had it been 
written towards the end of the sixteenth century, 
it would not have been quite safe from European 
influences. 

That there was in very early days a migration from 
the north-east of Asia to the north-west of America is, 
as yet, a postulate only. There are scattered indica¬ 
tions in the languages .and traditions, as well as in 
the iauna and floi’a of the two opposite continents, 
which seem to require the admission of a primeval 
bridge of islands across Behring’s Straits. Yet the 
evidence has never been carefully sifted and properly 
summed up, and till that is done a verdict cannot be 
given. As a contribution, apparentlj^ small, yet by 
no means insignificant, towards a solution of this 
important problem we shall mention only one of 
Mr. Tylor’s observations. Joannes de Plano Carpini, 
describing in 1246 the manners and customs of the. 
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Tatars, says that one of their superstitious traditions 
concerns sticking a knife into the fire, or in any way 
touching the fire with a knife, or even taking meat 
out of a kettle with a knife, or cutting near the fire 
with an axe, for they believe that so the head of the 
fire would be cut off. In the far north east of Asia, 
it may be found, in the remarkable catalogue of cere¬ 
monial sins of the Kamcliadals, among whom it is a 
sin to take up a burning ember with the knife-point, 
and light tobacco; but it must be taken hold of with 
the bare hands. How is it possible to separate from 
these the following statement taken out of a list of 
superstitions of the Sioux Indians of North America? 
‘ They must not stick an awl or needle into .... a 
stick of wood on the fire. No person must chop on 
it with an axe or knife, or stick an awl into it; 
neither are they allowed to take a coal from the fire 
with a knife, or any other sharp instrument.’ 

These, no doubt, are striking coincidences; but 
do they not at once lose much of their force by 
the fact, mentioned by Mr. Tylor himself, that 
among the ancient Pythagorean maxims we find, 
vvf) [x.a^ai'f'a cxaX'us/K, ‘ not to stir the fire with a 
sword.’ 

Mr. Tylor seems almost to despair of the existence 
of any custom anywhere which cannot be matched 
somewhere else. ‘Indeed,’ he says (p. 17.')), 

‘Any one who claims a particular place as the 
source of even the smallest art, from the mere fact 
of finding it there, must feel that he may be using his 
own ignorance as evidence, as though it were know¬ 
ledge. An ingenious little drilling' instrument which 
I and other observers had set down as peculiar to the 
South Sea Islanders, in or near the Samoan group, I 
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found kept one day in stock .in the London tool- 
shops,’ 

It is impossible to be too cautious in a comparative 
study of manners before admitting an historical con¬ 
nection on the strength of ethological coincidences, 
however startling. Let those who are inclined to 
blfune Mr. Tylor for not having dogmatized more 
broadly on these problems, consider but one case, 
that of the Couvade, so well described in his book. 
Who could believe that there was one single tribe, 
however silly in other respects, Avhich should carry its 
silliness so lar as to demand that on the birth of a 
child the father should take to his bed, while the 
mother attends to all the duties of the household? 
Yet there are few customs more widely spread than 
this, and better attested by historical evidence during 
nearly 2,000 years. The Chinese, Avhose usages are 
cjuaint enough, have long been credited Avith this 
custom, but, as it Avould seem, without good reason. 
Marco Polo, passing through China in the thirteenth 
century, observed this custom in the Chinese pro¬ 
vince of West Yunnan, and the widoAv’s remark to 
Sir Hudibras oAves its origin most probably to Marco 
Polo’s travels: 

p'or though Chineses go to bed, 

And lie-in in their ladies’ stead. 

The people, hoAvever, among Avhora the Venetian tra¬ 
veller observed this custom were not properly Chinese, 
but the aboriginal tribes of the land. Among these 
tribes, commonly called Miau-tze, soil-children, the cus¬ 
tom remarked by Marco Polo in the thirteenth century 
exists to the present day. The father of a new-born 
child, as soon as its mother has become strong enough 
to leaA'e her couch, gets into bed himself, and there 
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receives the congratulations of his acquaintances. 
But the custom is more ancient than the thirteenth 
century. About the beginning of the Christian era 
one of the most trustworthy geographers, Stmbo®, 
mentions that among the Iberians of the North of 
Spain the women, after the birth of a child, tend their 
husbands, putting them to bed, instead of going 
themselves. In the same locality, and among the 
modern Basques, the descendants of the Iberians, 
M. F. Michel found the same custom in existence but 
a few years ago. ‘In Biscay,’ he says, ‘the women 
rise immediately after childbirth, and attend to. the 
duties of the household, while the husband goes to 
bed, taking the baby with him, and thus receives 
the neighbours’ compliments.’ From the Basques 
in the Pyrenees this absurd custom seems to have 
spread to France, where it received the name of 
faire la eouvade. 

‘It has been found in Navarre,’Mr. Tylor writes, 
‘ and on the French side of the Pyrenees. Legrand 
d’Aussy mentions that in an old French fabliau, the 
king of Torelore is au lit et en couche, when Aucassin 
arrives and takes a stick to him and makes him pro¬ 
mise to abolish the custom in his realm. And the 
same author goes on to say that the practice is said 
still to exist in some cantons of B^arn.’ Nor is this 
all. We have the respectable authority of Diodorus 
Siculus that among the natives of Corsica the wife 
was neglected and the husband put to bed and treated 

* Strabo, III. 4, 17. Kotrn it icai raOrn >r/>oc ra KiXriKa tOyr) koI 
ro OftfKta Koi XkvOiko, iroiro St sat rd »poc dycptlav riiv Tt ruy ar* 
ipuy uni r^y rHy yvraiKSty, ytupyovai avrat, TtKovoai Tt ItaKOVovn 
To«c iySpaaty, ixeii'ove avd' iavTuy KaraKKiyatrai. 
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as the patient. And, if we.may trust Apollonius 
Rhodius®, the same almost incredible custom prevailed 
at the south of the Black Sea among a people called 
Tibareni, where, w'hen the child was born, the father 
lay groaning in bed with his head tied up, while 
the mother tended him with food and prepared his 
baths. 

Thus, a custom which ought to be peculiar to Bed¬ 
lam has been traced during more than 1,800 years 
in the most distant parts of the world—in Western 
Chinji, near the Black Sea, in Corsica, in Spain, 
and among tribes who, as far as we know, had no 
historical intercourse with each other, and whose lan¬ 
guages certainly show no traces of relationship. Is 
it, then, a natural custom? Is there anything rational 
or intelliffible in it to which there might be some 
re.sponse from every human heart? Mr. Tylor thinks 
that he has discovered such an clement. ‘ TheCouvade,’ 
he says, ‘implicitly denies that physical separation of 
individuals which a civilised man would probably set 
down as a first principle. It shows us a number of 
distinct and distant tribes deliberately holding the 
opinion that the connection between father and child 

® Apollonius, Argoii-iutica, II. 1009-1014; 

■ Tout fiir avTiK ixeiTU TcrriTalov A<oc anpriv 
y)'aiJ\(iai'Tet, iruovro wapiB Tt/3api)i'( Ja yaiav. 

“Ei'O' iffti dp <;£ TtKurrai vir’ ivopaai rticita ywoTctf, 
avroi pti' vrefaxovirii’ ii'i TrtadiTfc, 

icpdara ^ijadperof roi I’ ev nopiovirt eSotitJ 
dvipas, \ocTpd Ke^^uia roZai wivoyrai. 

See also Valerius Placcus, Argon. V. 148: 

Inde Genotasi rupem Jovis, hinc TibarenOm 
Dant virides post terga lacns, ubi deside mitra 
Feta ligat, partuque virum fovet ipsa soluto. 
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is not only, as we think, a mere relation of pai’entage, 
affection, and duty, but that their very bodies are 
joined by a physical bond; so that what is done to 
the one acts directly upon the other!’ Mr. Tylor fixes 
on what he calls a ‘fusion of objective and subjective 
relations in the mind’ as the source of this and other 
superstitions, and though allowing that it is difficult 
to place oui’selves at the same angle of thought, he 
traces the effects of a similar confusion in many of the 
customs and ceremonies of earlier ages. 

Without denying the existence of this mental con¬ 
fusion, nay, readily allowing to it some -influence on 
the latter modifications of theCouvade, w'e are inclined 
to take a different view of the origin of that extra¬ 
ordinary custom. Customs, however extraordinary, 
after a lapse of time, have generally very simple 
beginnings. Now, without exaggerating the treat¬ 
ment wliich a husband receives among ourselves at 
the time of his wife’s confinement, not only from 
mothers-in-law, sisters-in-law, and other female rela¬ 
tives, but from nurses, from every consciquential maid¬ 
servant in the house, it cannot be denied that while his 
wife is suffering, his ijumunity from pain is generally 
remarked upon, and if anything goes wrong for which 
it is possible to blame him, he is sure to hear of it. If 
his boots are creaking, if his dog is barking, if the 
straw has not been properly laid down, does he not 
catch it? And would it not be best for him to take 
to his bed at once, and not to get up till all is well 
over? If something of this kind exists in our highly 
civilised age, let us try to imagine what it must have 
been among nomadic races; or, rather, let us hear 
evidence. Among the land Dayaks of Borneo the 
husband, before the birth of his child, may do no work 
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with a-sharp instinirtient except what is necessary for 
the farm; nor may he fire guns, nor strike am'm ni a , 
nor do anj'^ violent work, lest bad influences should 
affect the child; and after it is bom, the father is kept 
in seclusion in-doors for several days and dieted on 
rice and salt, to prevent not his own but his child’s 
stomach from swelling. In Kamschatka the husband 
must not do such things as bend sledge-staves across 
his knee before his child is bom. In Graenland he 
must for some weeks before his wife’s confinement do 
no work except what is necessary to procure food, and 
this, it is believed, in order that the child may not 
die. Among the Arawaks of Surinam for some time 
after the birth of his child the father must fell no 
tree, fire no gun, hunt no large game; he may stay 
near home, shoot little birds with a bow and arrow, 
and angle for little fish, but, his time hanging heavy 
on his head, the most comfortable thing he can do is 
to lounge in his hammock. 

In all these arrangements the original intention is 
very clear. The husband was to keep quiet before as 
well as after the birth of his child, and he was told 
by the goodies of the house that if he went out hunt¬ 
ing or came home drunk, it would injure the cliild. 
If the child happened to die he would never hear 
the last of his carelessness and want of consideration. 
Now, if this traiTi of ideas was once started, the rest 
would follow. If a timid and kind-hearted husband 
had once been frightened into the belief that it was 
his eating too much or his coming home drunk from 
the Club that killed the child, need we wonder if the 
next time he tried to be on his good behaviour, and 
even took to fasting in order to benefit his child, 
i. e. in reality, to save his servants the trouble of 
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preparing dinner for him? OMier husbands would 
then be told with significant looks what a pattern of 
a husband he had been, and how his children never 
died, and thus the belief would soon spread that if a 
child died it was the husband who killed it by some 
neglect or other. Fasting before or after the birth of 
a child would become meritorious, and would soon be 
followed by other kinds of mortification which the 
natural spitefulness of the female population against 
the unfortunate husband would tend to multiply and 
increase ad infinitum. Now, let us see Avhether in 
the peculiar formalities of the Couvade we can still 
discover motives of this kind. The following account 
is given by Du Tertre of the Carib Couvade in the 
West Indies: 

‘ When a child is bom the mother goes presently 
to her work, but the father begins to complain and 
takes to his hammock, and there he is visited as 
though he were sick, and undergoes a course of diet¬ 
ing which would cure of the gout the most replete of 
Frenchmen. How they can fast so much, and not die 
of it (continues the narrator) is amazing to me. When 
the forty days are up, they invite their relations, who, 
being arrived before they set to eating, hack the skin 
of this poor wretch 'ivith agouti teeth, and draw blood 
from all parts of his body, in such sort that from being 
sick by pure imagination they often make a real 
patient of him. This is, however, so to speak, only 
the fish, for now comes the sauce they prepare for 
him; they take sixty or eighty large grains of 
pimento, or Indian pepper, the strongest they can 
get, and after well washing it in water, they wash 
with this peppery infusion the wounds and scars of 
the poor fellow, who, I believe, suffers no less than if 
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Jie were burnt alive? however,, he must not utter a 
single word if he w'ill not pass for a coward and a 
Avretch.* This ceremony ended, they bring him back 
to his bed, where he remains some days more, and 
the rest go and make good cheer in the house at his 
expense. Nor is this all. Through the space of six 
whole months he cats neither birds nor fish, firmly 
believing that this would injure the child’s stomach, 
and that it would participate in the natural faults of 
the animals on which its father had fed; for example, 
if the father ate turtle—poor alderman!—the child 
would be deaf and have no l)rains like this animal!’ 

The Jesuit missionary Dobrizhofer gives the follow¬ 
ing account of the Abipones in South America: 

‘ No sooner do you hear that the ivife has borne a 
child than you will see the Abipone husband lying in 
bed huddled up Avith mats and skins, lest some ruder 
breath of air should touch him, fasting, kept in pri- 
A'ate, and for a number of days abstaining religiously 
from certain viands; you would aver it Avas he who 
had had the child. And in truth they observe tliis 
ancestral custom, troublesome as it is, the more 
Avillingly and diligently, from their being altogether 
persuaded that the sobriety and quiet of the father is 
effectual for the AN'ell-being of the new-born offspring, 
and is even necessary. They believe that the father’s 


* Among t)io Koriaks, who inhabit the northern half of the 
peninsula of Kamtschatkii, the bridegroom, Avhcn he receives his 
bride, is beaten with sticks by his future parents and neigh¬ 
bours. If he endures this manfully, he proves his ability ' to bear 
tip against the ills of liib,’ and is then conducted without further 
ceremony to the apartment of his betrothed. See A. S. Bickmore, 
‘The Ainos or Hairy Men,’ American Journal of Science, May 

1868, p. 12. 
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carelessness influences the new-born offspring, from a 
natural bond and sympathy of both. Hence if the 
child comes to a premature end, its death is attributed 
by the women to the father’s intemperance, this or 
that cause being assigned—he did not abstain from 
mead; he had loaded his stomach with water-hog; he 
had swam across the river when the air was chilly; 
he had neglected to shave off his long eyebrows; he 
had devoured underground honey, stamping on the 
bees with his feet; he had ridden till lie was tired 
and sweated. With raving like this the crowd of 
women accuse the father with impunity of causing 
the child’s death, and are accustomed to pqur curses 
on the unoffending husband.’ 

These statements, such as they are, given by un¬ 
prejudiced observers, seem to support very strongly 
the natural explanation which we proposed of the 
Couvade. It is clear that the poor husband was at 
first tyrannised over b}"^ his female relations, and after¬ 
wards frightened into superstition. He then began 
to make a martyr of himself till he made himself 
really ill or took to his bed in self-defence. Strange 
and absurd as the Couvade appears at first sight, 
there is something in it with which, we believe, most 
mothers-in-law can sympathise; and if we consider 
that it has been proved to exist in Spain, Corsica, 
Pontus, Africa, the Eastern Archipelago, the West 
Indies, North and South America, we shall be in¬ 
clined to admit that it arose from some secret 
spring in human nature, the effects of which may 
be modified by civilisation, but ai’e, perhaps, never 
entirely obliterated. 

It is one of the principal charms in the study of 
customs to watch their growth and their extra- 
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ordinary tenacity. It is true we are no longer 
savages; we do not thrust rings and bones and 
feathers through the cartilage of our noses, nor pull 
our ears in long nooses down to the shoulders by 
heavy weiglits. Still less do we put wooden plugs 
as big as table spoons through slits in the under lip, 
or stick the teeth of animals point outwards tlirough 
holes in the cheeks. Yet the bars of female children 
are still mutilated even in Europe, and ladies are not 
ashamed to hang jewels in them. 

Wdiat is the meaning of the. wedding-ring which 
the wife has to wear? Tliere is no authority for it 
either in the Old or Yew Testament. It is simply a 
heathen custom, whether Homan or Teutonic wo shall 
not attempt to decide, but originally expressive of the 
fetter by whicli tlu! wife was tied to her husband. In 
England it is the wife only who wears the golden 
fetter, while all over Germany the tie is mutual; 
both husband and wife wearing the badge of the 
loss of their liberty. We thought, indeed, we had 
discovered among the wild tribes in the interior of 
the Malay ])eninsula an independent instance of the 
use of wcidding-rings. But although every tnice of 
Christianity seems extinct among the Mantras, there 
can be no doubt, from the description given by Father 
Bourien (‘Transactions of Ethnological Society,’ vol. 
iii., p. 82) that Christian missionaries had reached 
these people, though it may be, before the time when 
they migrated to their ])resent seats. 

We should not venture to call our levies and draw¬ 
ing-rooms the remnants of barbarism and sitvagery. 
Yet they must clearly be traced back to the Middle 
Ages, when homage was done by each subject by put¬ 
ting his liands joined between the hands of the king. 
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This, again, was originally a mere symbol, an imita¬ 
tion of the act by which a vanquished enemy surren¬ 
dered, himself to Ids despoiler. We know from the 
sculptures of Nineveh and from other sources that it 
was the custom of the conqxreror to put his foot on the 
neck of his enemy. This, too, has been abbreviated; 
and as in Europe gentlemen now only kiss the king’s 
hand, we find that in' the Tonga Islands, •when a 
subject approaches to do homage, the chief has to hold 
up his foot behind, as a horse does, and the subject 
touches the sole with his fingers, thus placing himself, 
as it were, under the sole of his lord’s foot. Every 
one seems to have the right of doing reverence in 
this way when he pleases; and chiefs get so tired of 
holding up their feet to be touched that they make 
their escape at the very sight of a loyal subject. 

Who has not Avondered sometimes at the fumbling 
efforts of gentlemen in removing their gloves before 
shaking hands Avith a lady, the only object being, it 
would seem, to substitute a warm liand for a cool 
glove? Yet in the ages of chivalry there Avas a good 
reason for it. A knight’s glove Avas a steel gauntlet, 
and a squeeze Avith that Avould have been painful. 

Another extraordinary feature in the history of 
manners is the utter disability of people to judge of 
the manners of other nations or of former ages with 
anything like fairness or common sense. An English 
lady travelling in the East turns aAvay her face Avith 
disgust when she sees Oriental women passing by 
Avith bare feet and bare legs; while the Eastern ladies 
are horrified at the idea of women in Europe Avalking 
about barefaced. Admirers of Goethe may get over 
the idea that this great poet certainly ate fish with a 
knife ; but when Ave arc told that Beatrice never used 
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a fork, and that Dante never changed his linen for 
weeks, some of our illusions are rudely disturbed. 
We mourji in black, and think that nothing can be 
more natund ; the aborigines of Australia mourn in 
white, and, their clothing being of the scantiest, the)' 
plaster their foreheads, the tips of their noses, and 
the lower parts of the orbit of their eyes with pipe¬ 
clay. As long as the people of Europe represented 
the Devil in human form, they represented him in 
black. In Africa the natives of the Guinea coast 
[)aint him in the Avhitest colours. To Northern 
nations Hell was a cold place, a dreary region of 
snow and frost; to Eastern nations, and those who 
derive their notions from the East, the place of tor¬ 
ment was ablaze with lire and flame. Who shall tell 
which is right ? 

And now after we have gone through these few 
samples, ancient and modern, of barbarous and refined 
customs, we arc alVaid that we have given but a very 
incomplete idea of what m.ay be found in Mr. Tylor’s 
book on the early history of mankind. We have 
endeavoured to point out the importance of the sub¬ 
ject ^yhich he has treated, but we have hardly done 
justice to the careful )'et 2 )leasing manner in which 
he has treated it. There are in the beginning lour 
cha 2 )ter 6 on the various ways in which man uttez’s 
his thoughts ingestui’es, Avords, ]>ictures, and writing. 
Of these Ave have not been able to say anything, 
though they contain much that is ucaa', and the result 
of thoughtful observ'ation. Then there is a chapter 
on images and names, Avhere an attempt is made to 
refer a great part of the beliefs and pi’actices included 
under the general name of magic to one A'ery simjzle 
mental law, viz. the taking the name for the thing, the 



286 


ON MANNERS AND CUSTOMS. 


idol for the deity, the doll for the living child. There 
is an excellent essay on flints and celts, in which it is 
shown that the transition from, implements, of stone 
to those of metal took place in aljnost cvei'y part of 
the globe, and a progress fi'om ruder to more perfect 
' modes of making fire and boiling food is traced in many 
different countries. Here Mr. Tylor expresses his obli¬ 
gations to Mr. Henry Christie, whose great collection 
of the productions of the lower races has few rivals 
in Europe, and whose lucid, Paper on the ‘ Dif¬ 
ferent Periods of the Stone Age,’ lately published, 
is, we hope, but the first instalment of a larger work. 
Lastly, tliere are several chapters iu Avhioh a number 
of stories are grouped together as ‘ Mythes of Obser¬ 
vation,’ i. e. as stories invented to account, somehow 
or other, for actual facts the real origin of which was 
unknown. Every one of the.se subjects would well 
deserve a separate review'.' But, having already over¬ 
stepped the proper limits of a literjiry article, we will 
not antici])ate further tlie pleasure of those who 
want to have an instructive book to read during their 
lei.surc hours. 


April, 1805. 
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T he two words eiphor and zero, which are in 
reality but one, would alinost in themselves 
be; sufficient to prove that our figures are borrowed 
from tlie Ar.abs. €i plier is the Arabic cifron, which 
Tueans empty, a translation of the Sanskrit name of 
tlie nought, sunya. The same character, the nought, 
is called zephiro in Italian, and has by rapid pro¬ 
nunciation been changed into zero—a form occurring 
as early as 1491, in a work of Philip Calander on 
Arithmetic, published at P'lorence. Cipher—origi¬ 
nally the name of the tenth of the numerical figures, 
the nought—became in most ' European languages 
the general term for all figures, zero taking its place 
as the technical name of the nought; -while in English 
cipher retained its primitive sense, and is thus used 
even in common parlance, as, for instance, ‘ he is a 
mere cipher.’ 

The Arabs, however, far from claiming the dis¬ 
covery of the figures for themselves, unanimously 
ascribe it to the Indians, nor can there be much doubt 
that the Brahmans were the original inventors of 
those numerical symbols which are now used over 

' ‘ Memoire sur la Projagation des ChifTres Indiens.’ Par M. P. 
Woepekfe. Paris, 1863. 
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the whole civilised world. But although this has 
long been admitted as true, there is considerable dif¬ 
ficulty when we come to trace the chaimels through 
which the figures could have reached, and did reach, 
the nations of Europe. If these numerical symbols 
had been unknown in Europe before the invasion 
of Spain by the Mohammedans, or before the rise of 
Mohamtnedanism, all would be easy enough. We 
possess the work through which the Arabs,, under 
the Khalif Alm&mfin, in the ninth century, became 
initiated into the science of Indian ciphering and 
arithmetic. This work of Abu Jafar Mohammed Ben 
Mfisa Alkh&rizmi was founded on treatises brought 
fiom lucfia to Bagdad in 773, and was translated 
again into Latin during the Middle Ages, with the 
title of ‘ ..Algoritmi de numero Indorum.’ It was 
generally supposed, therefore, that the Mohammedans 
brought the Indian figures into Spain; and that Ger- 
bert, afterwards Pope Sylvester II., who died 1003, 
acquired a knowledge of them at Seville or Cordova, 
where he was supposed (though wrongly) to have 
lived as a student. Unfortunately, the figures used 
in the principal countries of Europe during the 
Middle Ages, and, with some modifications, to the 
present day, dMer considerably from the figures used 
in the East; and wlule they differ from these, they 
approach very near to tlie figures used by the Arabs 
in Africa and Spain. Tins is the fii’st point that 
has to be explained. Secondly, there is af the end 
of the first book of the ‘ Geometry ’ of Boethius a 
passage where, in describing the Mensa Pythago- 
rea, also called the Abacus, Boethius mentions nine 
figures which he ascribes to the Pythagoreans or 
Neo-Pyfhagoreans, and which, to judge from the best 
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MSS., are curiously like the figures used in AMca, 
Syria, and the principal countx’ies of Europe. To 
increase the difficulty of our problem, this very im¬ 
portant passage of Boethius is wanting in some MSS., 
is considered spurious by several critics, and is now 
generally ascribed to a continuator of Boethius, who 
drew, however, not from Eastern, but, as it would 
seem, from Greek sources. We have therefore, in 
MSS. of the eleventh century, figures which are sup¬ 
posed to have been used, if not by Boethius himself, 
at least by his continuators and successors in the sixth 
and following centuries—figures strikingly like those 
used by the Arabs in Africa and Spain, and yet not 
to be traced directly to an Oriental source, but to the 
school of the Neo-Pythagoreans. The Neo-Pythago¬ 
reans, however, need not therefore be the inventors of 
these figui-es, any more than the Arabs. All that can 
be claimed for them is, that they were the first teachers 
of ci])hering among the Greeks and Romans; that 
they, at Alexandria or in Syria, became acquainted 
with the Indian figui’es, and adapted them to the 
Pythagorean Abacus; that Boethius, or his continua¬ 
tor, made these figures generally known in Europe 
jjy means of mathematical hand-books; and that thus, 
long before the time of Gerbert, wdio probably nev^r 
went to Spain, and long before the influence of the 
Arabs could be felt in the literature of Europe, these 
same figures had found their way from Alexandrk 
into our schools and monasteries. The names by 
which the.se nine figures are called in some of the 
MSS. of Boethius, though extremely obscure, are 
supposed to show traces of that mingling of Semitic 
and Pythagorean ideas which could well be accounted 
for in the schools of Alexandria. 
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Yet all these considerations do not help us in 
tracing with any certainty the first appearance in 
Europe of our own figures beyond the eleventh cen¬ 
tury. The MSS. of Boethius, which contain the 
earliest traces of them, belong to the eleventh century; 
and, strictly speaking, they cannot be made to prove 
that such figures as we there see existed in tlie time 
of Boethius, i.e. the sixth century, still less that they 
were known to the Neo-Pyfhagorean philosophers. 
A.11 that can be conceded is that Boethius, or rather 
his continuator, knew of nine figures; but that they 
had in his time the same form which we find in the 
MSS. of the eleventh century, is not proven. 

It is at this stage that M. Woepcke, an excellent 
Arabic scholar and mathematician, takes up the 
problem in his ‘ Mciraoire sur la Propagation des 
Chiffres Indiens,’ just published in the ‘ Journal 
Asiatique.’ He points out, first of all, a fact whicli 
had been neglected by all previous writers, nanudy, 
that the Arabs have two sets of figures, one used 
chiefly in the East, which he therefore calls the 
Oriental; another used in Africa and Spain, and 
there called Gobar. Gobar means dust, and these 
figures were so called because, as the Arabs say, 
they were first introduced by an Indian who used 
a table covered with fine dust for the purpose of 
ciphering. Both sets of figures are called Indian, 
by the Arabs. M. Woepcke then proceeds to show 
that the figures given in the MSS. of BoSthius coin' 
cide with the earliest forms of the Gobar figures, 
whilst they differ from the Oriental figures; and, 
adopting the view of Prinsep® that the Indian figures 


s ‘ Journal of the Asiatic Society of Bengal,’ 1838, April. 
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were originally the initial letters of the Sanskrit 
nuinei'als, he exhibits in a table the similarity be¬ 
tween the Gobar figures and the initial letters of 
the Sanskrit numerals, giving these letters from 
Indian inscriptions of the second century of our era. 
Hereby an important advance is made, for, as the 
Sanskrit alphabet changes from century to century, 
M. Woepckc argues very plausibly, though, We must 
add, not quite convincingly, that the apices given 
in Boethius, and ascribed by him to the Neo-Pytha¬ 
goreans, could not have been derived from India 
much after the third or fourth centuries. He points 
out that tliese nine figures were of less impor¬ 
tance to the Greeks, who used their letters with nu¬ 
merical values, and who had in the Abacus some¬ 
thing approaching to a decimal system ; but that 
they would have been of the greatest value to the 
liomans as replacing their V, X, L, C, D, M, In 
Italy, therefore, and in the lioman provinces, in 
Gaul and Spain, the Indian figures, which were 
adopted by tlie Jseo-Pythagoreans, and Avhich resem¬ 
ble the Gobar figures, began to spread from the sixth 
centur}', so tliat the Mohammedans, ndien arriving in 
Spain-in the eiglith, found these figures there already 
established. The Arabs tliemselves, when starting, 
on their career of conquest, were hardly able to 
read or to write; they certainly were ignorant of 
ciphering, and could not therefore be considered as 
the original propagators of the so-called Arabic 
figures. The Khalif Walid, who reigned at Damas¬ 
cus from 705 to 715 a.d., prohibited the use of 
Greek in public documents, but was obliged to make 
an exemption in favour of Greek figures, because it 
was impossible to write them in Arabic. In Egypt, 
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the Arabs adopted the Coptic figures. In 773 an 
Indian embassy arrived at Bagdad, at the court of 
the Khalif Almansur, bringing among other things a 
set of astronomical tables. In order to explain these 
tables, the ambassadors had naturally to begin with 
explaining their figures, their arithmetic, and algebra. 
Anyhow, the astronomical work, the Siddhtota of 
Brahmagupta, which that astronomer had composed 
in 628 A.D.®, at the. court of king Vy&ghra, was 
then and there translated into Arabic by Moham¬ 
med Ben Ibr&him AlfS,zfi,ri, under the title of the 
‘Great Sindhind.’ This work was abridged in the 
first half of the ninth century by a contemporary of 
the Khalif Ahntoifin, Mohammed Ben Mfisfl, Alkha- 
rizmi, the same who afterwards wrote a manual of 
practical arithmetic, founded likewise on an Indian 
original (Woepcke, p. 58). We can well understand, 
therefore, that the Arabs, on arriving in Spain, with¬ 
out, as yet, any considerable knowledge of arithmetic, 
should have adopted there, as they did in Greece and 
Egypt, the figures which they found in use, and 
which had travelled there from the Neo-Pythagorean 
schools of Egypt, and originally from India; and 
likewise that when, in the ninth or tenth century, 
the new Arabic treatises on arithmetic arrived in 
Spain from the East, the Arabs of Spain should have 
adopted the more perfect system of ciphering, carried 
on without the Abacus, and rendering, in fact, the 
columns of the Abacus unnecessary by the judicious 
employment of the nought. But while dropping the 
Abacus, there was no necessity for their discontinu- 

’ Dr. Bhao Daji, ‘On the Age of Aryabhatta,’ &o., in the ‘Journal 
of the Koyal Asiatic Society,’ 18G5, p. 410. 
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ing or changing the figures to •which the Arabs as 
well as the Spaniards had then been accustomed for 
centuries, and hence we find that the ancient figures 
were retained in Spain, only adapted to the purposes 
of the new Indian aritlnnetic by the more general use 
of the nought. The nought was kno'wn in the Neo- 
Pythagorean schools, but with the colunms of the 
Abacus it was superfluous, while, ■with the introduc¬ 
tion of ciphering in fine powder, and without columns, 
its use naturally became very extenaive. As the 
system of ciphering in fine powder was called Indian, 
the Gobar figures, too, were frequently spoken of 
under the same name, and thus the Arabs in Spain 
brought themselves to believe that they had received 
both their new arithmetic and their figures from India; 
the truth being, according to M. Woepeke, that they 
had received their arithmetic from India directly, 
while their figures had come to them indirectly from 
India through the mediation of the Neo-Pythago¬ 
rean schools. 

M. "VVoepeke would therefore admit two channels 
through which tlie Indian figures reached Europe— 
one passing through Egypt about the third century 
of our era, when not only commercial but also philoso- 
phiciil interests attracted the merchants of U^ifyayini 
towards Alexandria, and thinkers such as 
Plotinus and Numenius towards Persia and India; 
another passing through Bagdad in the eighth cen- 
tuiy, and following the track of the victorious Islam. 
The first carried the earlier forms of the Indian figures 
from Alexandria to Rome and as far as Spain, and, 
considering the active social, political, and commercial 
intercourse between Egypt, as a Roman province, 
and the rest of the Roman Empire, we must not look 
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upon one philosophical school, the Neo-Pythagoreftn, 
are the only agents in disseminating so useful an in¬ 
vention. The merchant may have been a more active 
agent than the philosopher or the schoolmaster. The 
second carried the later forms from Bagdad to the 
principal countries conquered by the Khalifs, with the 
exception of those where the earlier or Gobar figures 
had already taken firm root. M. Woepcke looks on 
our European figures as modifications of the early 
Neo-Pythagorean or Gobar forms, and he admits their 
presence in Europe long before the science and litera¬ 
ture of the Arabs in Spain could have reacted on our 
seats of classical learning, lie does not pronounce 
himself distinctly on the date and the authorship to be 
assigned to the much controverted passage of Boethius, 
but he is evidently incluied to ascribe, with Boeckh, a 
knowledge of the nine Indian figures to the Western 
mathematicians of the sixth century. The only 
change produced in the ciphering of Europe by the 
Arabs was, according to him, the sup])ression of the 
Abacus, and the more extended use of the cipher. 
He thinks that our oAvn figures are still the Gobar 
figures, written in a more cursive manner by the 
Arabs of Spain; and that Adtdard of Bath, Ilobert of 
Reading, William Shelley, David Morley, Gerard of 
Cremona, and others who, in the -twelfth century, 
went to Spain to study Arabic and mathematics, 
learnt there the same figures, only written more 
cursively, which Boethius or his continuator taught 
in Italy in the sixth. In MSS. of the thirteenth and 
fourteenth centuries the figures vary considerably in 
different parts of Europe, but they are at last fixed 
and rendered uniform by the^ntroduction of printing. 

It will be admitted by everybody who Im taken 
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an interest in the complicated problem of the origin 
and the migrations of our figures, that the system 
proposed by M. Woepcke would remove many diffi¬ 
culties. It is quite clear that our figures could not 
have come to us from the Arabs of Bagdad, and tliat 
they are the same as those of tlie Arabs of Spain. 
But it might still b(! questioned whether it is neces¬ 
sary to admit tljat the Arabs found the Gobar figures 
on their arrival in Spain estiiblished in that country. 
Is there really any evidence of tliese Gobar figures 
being in common use anywhere in the West of Europe 
before the eleventh century? Could not the Gobar 
figures represent one of the many local varieties ol 
the Indian figures of Avhich Albiruni speaks in the 
eleventh century, nay, which existed in India from 
the earliest to the present time? It should be borne 
in mind that the Gobar figures are not entirely un¬ 
known among the Eastern Arabs, and there are ti’aces 
of them in MSS. as early as the middle of the tenth 
centui’y (p. 150). How could this be explained, if the 
Arabs became acquainted with the Gobar figures only 
after their arrival in Spain ? Coidd not the mathema¬ 
ticians of the Meghrab have ado]ited one kind of 
Indian figures, the Gobar, and brought them to Spain, 
just as they brought their OAvn peculiar system of 
numerical letters, differing slightly, yet characteristi¬ 
cally, from the numerical alphabet of the Eastern Mo¬ 
hammedans? Once ill Spain, these Gobar figures 
would naturally find their way into the rest of Europe, 
superseding the Eastern figures which had been 
adopted in the mathematical w'orks of Neophytus, 
Planudes, and other Byzantine writers ‘of the four¬ 
teenth century. There.is, no doubt, that passage of 
Boethius, or of his continuator. But to a sceptical 
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mind that passage can carry no conviction. We do 
not know who wrote it, and, strictly speaking, the 
figures which it contains can only prove that the 
writer of the MS. in the eleventh century was ac¬ 
quainted with the Gobar figures, which at that time 
were known, according to M. Woepcke’s own showing, 
both at Shiraz and at Toledo. But though M. 
Woepcke has not driven away all our doubts, he has 
certainly contributed greatly to a final settlement of 
this problem, and he has brought together evidence 
.which none but a first-rate Arabic scholar and mathe¬ 
matician could have mastered. M. Woepcke, before 
grappling wdth this difficult subject, has even taken 
the trouble to familiarise himself ^vith Sanskrit, and 
he has given, in his Essay, some valuable remarks 
about the enormous numbers used by the Buddhists 
in their sacred writings. Whether these enormous 
numbers necessitate the admission that the nine 
figures and the use of the cipher were known to the 
Buddhists in the third century b.c. is again a more 
doubtful point, particularly if we consider that the 
numbers contained in the Bactro-Pali inscriptions, in 
the first or second century b.c., show no trace, as yet, 
of that perfect system of ciphering. They either re¬ 
present the numerals by a corresponding number of 
upright strokes, which is done up to five in the 
Kapurdi-giri inscription, or they adopt a special sym¬ 
bol for four—^namely, a cross—and then express five 
by a cross and one stroke, eight by two crosses,^ and 

* It would be very desirable if the origin of the numerical figures 
in the Hieratic inscriptions could be satisfactorily explained. If the 
Hieratic figures for one, two, and three are mere corruptions of the 
hieroglyphic signs, the similarity between them and the Indian 
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ten, twenty, and a hundred by other special symbols. 
Thus seventy-eight is written in the Taxila inscrip¬ 
tion by three twenties, one ten and two fours. This 
is a late discovery due to the ingenious researches 
of Professor Dowson, Mr. Norris, and General A. 
Cunningham, as published in the last numbers of 
the ‘Journals of the Eoyal Asiatic Society,’ and ‘of 
the Asiatic Society of Bengal.’ We also beg to call 
attention to a list of ancient Sanskrit numerals col¬ 
lected by Dr. Bhao Daji, and published in the last 
number of the ‘Journal of the Asiatic Sooiety of^ 
Bengal.’ They are of a totally different character, 
and place the theory of Prinsep, that the Indian 
figures were originally the initial letters of the 
numerals in Sanskrit, beyond all doubt. Yet here 
too, we see no trace, as yet, of decimal notation, or 
of the employment of the cipher. We find nine 
letters, the initials of the Sanskrit numerals, em¬ 
ployed for 1 to 9:—a proceeding possible in Sanskrit, 
where every numeral begins with a different letter; 
but impossible in Greek, where four of the simple 
numerals began with e, and two with t. We then 
find a new symbol for ten, sometimes like the d, 
the initial letter of the Sanskrit numeral, another 
for twenty, for a hundred, and for a thousand; 
but these symbols are placed one after the other 
to express compound numerals, very much like the 
letters of the Greek alphabet, when employed for 
numerical purposes; they are never used with the 
nought. It would be highly important to find out 

figures would certainly be startling. Writing the eight by two 
four’s is likewise a strange coincidence between the Hieratic and 
the Indian system, and the figures for nine are almost identical in 
both. 
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at what time the nought occurs for the first time in 
Indian inscriptions. That inscription would deserve 
to be preseiwed among the most valuable monuments 
of antiquity, for from it wo*uld date in reality the 
beginning of true' mathematical science, impossible 
without the nought—nay, the beginning of all tin; 
exact sciences to which we owe the discoveries of 
telescopes, steam-engines, and electric telegraphs. 

December, 18C3. 
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CAST E.^ 

W HAT is caste? The wore] is used everywJiere 
and by everybody. We have beard it of late 
in rarliament, at public meetings, in churches and 
cliapcls. It has found its way into English and into 
most of the modern languages of Europe. We hear 
of caste not onh' in India, and in ancient Egypt, and 
among the Persiyins; but in England, in London, in 
the very drawing-rooms of Belgrave Stjuare we are 
told by moralists and novel writers that thei’e is caste. 
Among the causes assigned for the Se 2 )oy mutiny, 
caste has been made the most prominent. By one 
party it is said that too much, by another that too 
little, regard was paid to caste. An Indian colonel 
tells us that it was impossible to keei> uj) military 
disci])line among soldiers Avho, if tjieir own officers 
happened to pass by while the privates were cooking 
their dinner, would throw their mess into the fire, 
because it had been defiled by the shadow of a 
European. An Indian civilian assures us %vith equal 

* ‘ Original Sanskrit Texts on the Origin and Pjogress of the 
Kcligion and Institutions of India,’ collected, translated into English, 
and illustrated by notes, chiefly for the use tstudents and others in 
India. By J. Muir, Esq., D.C.L., late of the Bengal Civil Service. 
Part First, ‘ The Mythical and Legendary Accounts of Caste.’ Lon¬ 
don, 1858. Williams and Norgate. 
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confidence that the Sepoys were driven mad by the 
greased cartridges; that they believed they were 
asked to touch what was unclean in order to lose their 
caste, and that, rather than lose their caste, they 
would risk everything. Missionaries have been 
preaching against caste as the chief obstacle to con¬ 
version. Philanthropists have seen in the constant 
attacks of the missionaries upon caste the chief ob¬ 
stacle to the spreading of Christianity among the 
Hindus. Among the Hindus themselves some pa¬ 
triots have represented caste as the cause of India’s 
humiliation and weakness, while their priests maintain 
that the dominion of the barbarians under which 
India has been groaning for so many centuries, was 
inflicted as a divine vengeance for the neglect of the 
old and sacred distinctions of caste. 

Where such different effects are attributed to the 
same cause, it is clear that different people must as¬ 
cribe very different meanings to the same woihI. Nor 
is tliis at all extraordinary. In India caste, in one form 
or other, has existed from the earliest times. W^ords 
may remain the same, but their meaning changes 
constantly, and what was meant by caste in India a 
thousand years, .b.c., in a simple, healthy, and patri¬ 
archal state of society, j^ras necessarily something 
very different from what is called caste now-a-days. 
'M. Guizot, in his ‘ History of Civilisation,’ has ti’aced 
the gradual and hardly perceptible changes which the 
meaning of such words as liberty, honour, right, has 
undergone in different periods of the history of 
Europe. But the history of India is a longer history 
than the history of Europe, and creeds and laws and 
words and tr^itions had been growing and changing 
and decaying on the borders of the Sarasvati and 
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the Ganges, before the Saxons had reached the bor-Sf 
ders of the Elbe and their descendants had settled on j 
the coast of Kent. There may have been less change) 
in India than in Europe, but there has been consi- j 
derable change in India too. The Brahmans of the ■ 
present day are no longer the Brahmans of the Vedas, 
and the caste of the Sepoys is very different from the; 
caste of the old Kshatriya warriors. Yet we call it 
all caste,—a word not even Indian in its origin, but 
adopted from the Portuguese,—and the Brahmans | 
themselves do very much the same. They use, indeed,' 
different words for what we promiscuously call caste. 
They caU it varna and gati, and they would use kul a 
and gotra, .and pravara and Aararea in many cases > 
where we promiscuously use the word caste. But on 
the whole they also treat the (question of caste as if 
caste had been the same thing at all times. Where 
it answers their pui'pose thc)'^ admit, indeed, that 
some of the old laws about caste have become obso¬ 
lete, and are no longer applicable to a depraved age. i 
But in the same breath they will appeal to the Veda 
as their most ancient and most sacred authority in 
order to substantiate their claim to a privilege which 
their forefathers enjoyed some thousand years ago. 
It is much the same s& if the Archbishop of Canter- \ 
bury were to declai'c that the ninth commandment, ' 
‘ Thou shalt not bear false witness against thy neigh- ; 
hour,’ was antiquated, because it had never been re- ; 
enacted since the time of Moses, and were to claim 
at the same time the right of excommunicating the 
Queen, or flogging the nobility, because, according to 
the most ancient testimonies of Caesar and Tacitus, 
the Druids and the ancient priests of Germany en¬ 
joyed the same privilege. 
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The question of caste in India has, however, 

1 assumed too serious an asiject to be treated any 
longer in this vague manner. New measures will soon 
have to be adopted with regard to it, and these mea¬ 
sures must be such as will be approved by the more 
enlightened among the natives. Whatever the truth 
may be about the diabolical atrocities which are said 
to have been committed against Avomen and children, 
a grievous wrong has been done to the people of 
India by making them responsible for crimes com¬ 
mitted or said to have been committed by a few 
escaped convicts and raving fanatics; and, in spite 
of the efforts now making to counteract the promis¬ 
cuous hatred against Hindus and Mohammedans, it 
will be long before the impression once created can 
be effaced, and before the inhabitants of India are 
treated again as men, and not as monsters. It is 
now perceived that it Avill never answer to keep India 
mainly by military force, and that the eloquent but 
irritating speeches of Indian reformers must prove 
very expensive to the tax-])a.ying public of England. 
India can never be held or governed profitably with¬ 
out the good-will of the natives, and in any new 
measures tlxat are to be adopted it will be necessary 
to listen to what they have to any, and to -reason 
Avith them as we should reason with men quite capa¬ 
ble of appreciating the force of an argument. There 
ought to be no idea of converting the Hindus by 
force, or of doing violence to their religious feelings. 
They have the promise, and that promise, Ave know, 
will never be broken, that their religion is not to be 
interfered with, except where it violates the laws of 
humanity. Hinduism is a decrepit religion, and has 
not many years to live. But our impatience to see 



CASTE. 


80J 


it annihilated cannot be pleaded as an excuse for 
employing violent and unfair means to hasten its 
downfall. If, therefore, caste is part of the Hindu 
religion, it will have to be respected as such by 
the Government. If it is not, it may be treated 
in the same spirit as social prejudices are treated 
at home. 

Now, if we ask the Hmdus whether their laws of 
caste are part of their religion, some will answer that 
they are, othei’s that they are not.. Under these cir¬ 
cumstances we must clearly decide the question for 
ourselves. Thanks to the exertions of Sir William 
Jones, Colcbrooke, Wilson, and others, we possess in 
this country a nearly complete collection of tlie reli¬ 
gious and legal works of the Brahmans. We are able 
to consult the very authorities to which the Hindus 
appeal, and we can form an opinion with greater im- 
pai’tiality than the Brahmans themselves. 

The liighest authority for the religion of the 
Brahmans is the Veda. All other works—the Laws 
of Manu, the six orthodox systems of philosophy, the 
Purftnas, or the legendary liistories of India — all 
derive their authority from their agreement with the 
Veda. The Veda alone is called /Sruti,or revelation; 
everything else, however sacred, can only claim the 
title of Smriti, or tradition. The most elaborate 
arguments have been framed by the Brahmans to 
establish the divine origin and the absolute autljority 
of the Veda. They maintain that the Veda existed 
before all time, that it was revealed by Brahman, and 
seen by divine sages, w^ho themselves were free frbm 
the taint of humanity. From what authority, the 
Brahmans say, could we claim for a revelation which 
had been revealed by Brahman to fallible mortals? 

VOL. II. X 
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It might have been perfect truth as seen by Brahman, 
but as seen by men it would have been affected by 
their faulty vision. Hence revelation, in order to be 
above all suspicion, must be handed down by insi)ired 
iJishis, till at last it reaches in its perfect form the 
minds of the common believers, and is accepted by 
them as absolute truth. This is a curious argument, 
and not without some general interest. It is one of 
the many attempts to alleviate tlie responsibility of 
the believer in his own belief, to substitute a faith in 
man for a faith in God, to get something external to 
rest on instead of trying to stand on that which alone 
will last—a man’s own faith in his own God. It is 
the story of the tortoise and the elephant and the 
earth over again, only in a different form, and tlie 
Brahmans, in order to meet all possible objections, 
have actually imagined a series of sages—the first 
quite divine, the second three-foui'tlis divine and one- 
foui’th human, the third half divine and half human, 
the fourth one-fourth divine and three-fourths human, 
the last human altogether. This Veda then, as handed 
down through this wonderful chain, is the supreme 
authority of all orthodox Brahmans. To doubt the 
divine origin and absolute authority of the Veda is 
heresy. Buddha, by denying the authority of the 
Veda, became a heretic. Kapila, an atheistic philo¬ 
sopher of the purest water, was tolerated by tlie 
Brahmans, because however much he differed from 
their tiflcology, he was ready to sign the most 
important article of their faith—the divine origin 
and infallibility of scripture. 

At the present day there are but few Brahmans 
who can read and understand the Veda. They learn 
portions of it by heart, these portions consisting of 
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hymns and prayers, which have to be muttered at 
sacrifices, and which every priest must know. But 
the language and grammar of the Veda being some¬ 
what different from the common Sanskrit, the young 
priests have as much difficulty in undei’standing 
those hymns correctly as we have in translating old 
English. Hence arguments have not been wanting to 
prove that these hymns are really more efficacious 
if they are not understood, and all that the young 
student is required to learn is the pronunciation, the 
names of the metre, of the deity to whom the hymn is 
addressed, and of the poet by whom it was composed. 
In order to show that tliis is not an exaggerated 
account we quote from an article in the ‘ Calcutta 
Review,' written by a native and a real Sanskrit 
scholar:—‘ The most learned Pandit in Bengal,’ he 
says, ‘has need to talk Avith diffidence of what he 
may consider to be the teaching of the Vedas on any 
point, especially tvlien negative proqwsitions are con¬ 
cerned. It may be doubted Avhether a copy of the 
entire Vedas is i)rocurable in .any jjart of Hindostan; 
it is more thaJi 2 )robable that such a copy does not 
exist in Bengal. It would scarcely be modest or safe, 
under such circumstances, to say that such and such 
doctrines are not contained in the Vedas.’ In the 
South of India the Veda is perhaps studied a little 
more than in Bengal, yet even there the Bralimans 
would be completely guided in their interpretation by 
their scholastic commentaries; and tvhen the Pandits 
near Madras were told by Dr. Graul, the director of 
the Lutheran Missions in India, that a countryman 
of his had been intrusted by the East-Iudia Company 
with the publication of the Veda, they all declared 
that it was an impossible task. 
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Instead of the Veda, the Brahmans of the present 
day read the Laws of Manu, the six systems of philo¬ 
sophy, the Pur4«as, and the Tanti'as. Yet, ignorant 
as they are of the Veda, they believe in it as impli¬ 
citly as the Roman Catholic friar believed in the 
Bible, though he had never seen it. The author of 
the so-called Laws of Manu is but a man, and he has 
to produce his credentials before the law which he 
teaches can be acknowledged as an authority. Now, 
what are his credentials, what is the authority of 
Manu? He tells us himself; ‘The root of the law,’ 
he says, ‘is the whole Veda and the tradition and 
customs of those who knew the Veda.’ Exactly the 
same words, only not yet reduced to a metrical form, 
occur in the old Sfitras or law-books which were 
jiaraphrased by the author of the Laws of Manu. 
Towards the end of the law-book tlie author speaks 
of the Veda in still stronger tenns: 

‘ To the departed, to gods and to men, the Veda i.s 
an imperishable eye; the Veda is beyond the power 
and beyond the reason of man, this is certain. Tradi- 
T.ional codes of law, not founded on the Veda, and all 
the heterodox theories of man, produce no good fruit 
.after death; they arc all declared to rest on darkness. 
Whatever they are, they will rise and perish; on 
account of their modern date they are vain and false. 
The four classes of men, tlie three worlds, the four 
stages of life, all that has been, is, and will be, is 
known from the Veda. The imperishable Veda sup- 
jaorts all creatures, and therefore I think it is the 
highest means of salvation for this creature—man. 

O 

(Command of armies, royal authority, power of in¬ 
flicting punishment, and sovereign dominion over all 
nations, he only will deserve who perfectly under- 
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stands the Veda. As fire with augmented force burns 
up even humid trees, thus he, who well knows the 
Veda, bums out the taint of sin in his soul whicis 
arose from evil works. He who completely knows 
the sense of the Veda, while he remains in any one of 
the four stages of life, approaches the divine nature, 
even though he sojourn in this low world.’ 

Again, whatever system of philosophy we open, we 
invariably find in the very beginning that as for right! 
behaviour (dharma), so for right knowledge, the Veda 
is to be considered as the higliest authority. In thei 
Vedanta philosophy the beginning of all wisdom is| 
said to be a desire to know (rod, who is the cause of I 
the Universe, and that he is the cau.se of the Uni- i 
verse is to be learnt from the Scripture. The Nyayii, 
philosophy acknowledges lour sources of knowledg*:, 1 
and tlie fourth, which follows after perception, induc¬ 
tion, and analogy, is the Word, or the Veda. The 
Vaiseshika philosophy, an atomistic system, and looked 
upon with no very favourable eye by the orthodox 
llrahraans, is most emphatic in proclaiming the abso¬ 
lute authority of the Veda. And even the Sftnkh)^;, 
the atheistic Sankhya, which maintains that a personal 
(jod cannot be proved, conforms so far as to admit 
the received doctrine of the Veda as evidence in addi¬ 
tion to perception and induction. At the time when 
those systems were origindly composed, the Veda was 
still studied and understood; but in later times the 
Veda was superseded by more modem works, pai’ti- 
cularly the I’uiAjias, and the less its real contents 
were known, the more easily could its authority be 
appealed to by the Brahmans in support of anything 
they wished to establish as a divine ordinance. In 
their controversies with the Moliammedans and in 
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more recent times with the missionaries, the Brah¬ 
mans, if the}' were hard pressed, invariably fell back 
upon the Veda. The Laws of Mann and other law¬ 
books were printed and translated. Some of their 
Pur4?ias also liad been rendered into English and 
French. With regard to these, therefore, the mis¬ 
sionaries could ask for chapter and verse. But tin; 
Veda was unknown to cither party, and on the prin¬ 
ciple of omue ignotum pro magnifico, tlie Brah¬ 
mans maintained and the missionaries had to believe 
that everything which was to be found nowhere else 
was to be found in the Veda. Thei’c. was no command¬ 
ment of the Old Testament which, according to the 
Brahmans, might not be matclied in the Veda. There 
was no doctrine, of Christianity whicli had not been 
anticipated in the Veda. If the missionaries were in¬ 
credulous and called for the manuscripts, they were 
told that so sacred a book could not be exposed to 
the profane looks of unbelievers, and there was an 
end to all further argument. 

Under these circumstances it was felt that nothing 
would be of greater assistance to the missionaries in 
India than an edition of the Veda. Prizes were 
offered to any Sanskrit scholar wlio would undertaki*. 
to edit the work, but after the first book, published 
l)y the late Dr. Rosen in 18.38, no further progress 
was made. The Directors of the East-India Com- 
j)any, always ready to assist the missionaries by any 
legitimate means, invited the Pandits, through the 
Asiatic Society at Calcutta, to undertake the work, 
and to publish a complete and authentic edition of 
their own sacred writings. The answers received 
only proved what was known before, that in the 
whole of Bengal there was not a single Brahman who 
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could edit the Veda. In spite of all these obstacles, 
however, the Veda is now being published in this 
country under the patronage of the East-India Com¬ 
pany. The missionaries have already derived great 
assistance from this edition of the Veda and its com¬ 
mentary, and constant applications are being made 
by various missionarj'^ societies for copies of the ori¬ 
ginal and its English translation. The Brahmans, 
though they did not approve the publication of their 
sacred writings by a MleM7ia, have been honest 
enough to admit that the edition is complete and 
authentic. One of their most leanied representatives, 
when s]>eaking of this edition, says, ‘ It will furnish 
the Vaidic Pandits with a complete collection of the 
Holy Sanhitas, only detached portions of which are 
to l)e found in the ])OSScssion of a few of tliem.’ And 
again, ‘ It is surely a very curious reflection on the 
vici.s.situdes of human aflairs that the descendants of 
the divine /lishis should be studying on the banks 
of the Bhi\girathi, the Yamunfi,, and the Sindhu, 
their Holy Sciipturiss, published on the banks of 
the Thames by one whom they regard as a distant 
MleiMa.’ 

If, then, Avith all the documents before us, tve ask 
the question. Does caste, as Ave find it in Manu and 
at the present day, form part of the most ancient 
relijjious teaching of the Vedas ? We can ansAver 
Avith a decided ‘ No.’ There is no authority Avhatever 
in the hymns of the Veda for the complicated system 
of castes; no authority for the offensive privileges 
claimed by the Brahmans; no authority for the de¬ 
graded position of the /Sudras. There is no law to 
prohibit the different classes of the people from living 
together, from eating and drinking together; no law 
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to prohibit the marriage of people belonging to dif¬ 
ferent castes; no law to brand the otFspring of such 
marriages with an indelible, stigma. All that is 
found in the Veda, at least in the most ancient por¬ 
tion of it, the hymns, is a verse, in which it is said 
that the priest, the warrior, the husbandman, and the 
serf, formed all alike part of Brahman. Rv. X. 90,6,7: 
‘ When they divided man, how many did they make 
him? What was his mouth? what his arms? w'hat 
are called his thighs and feet? The Brrihmana was 
his mouth, the R&i/anya was made his arms, the 
Vaisj'a became his thighs, the uSAdra was bom from 
his feet.’ European critics arc able to show thsit even 
this verse is of later origin than the great mass of the 
hymns, and that it contains modern words, such as 
(Shdra and RS^anya, which are not found again in the 
other hymns of the Rig-veda. Yet it belongs to the 
ancient collection of the Vedic humans, and if it con¬ 
tained anything in support f)f caste, as it is now 
understood, the Brahmans would be right in saying 
that caste formed part of their religion, and w’as 
sanctioned by their sacred Avritings. But, as the case 
noAV stands, it is not difficult to pi’ove to the natives 
of India that, whatever their caste may be, caste, as 
noAv understood, is not a Vedic institution, and that in 
disregarding the rules of caste, no command of the real 
Veda is violated. Caste in India is a human laAV, a 
law fixed by those who were most benefited by it 
themselves. It may be a venerable custom, but it 
has no authority in the hymns of the /?ishis. The 
missionaries, if they wish to gain the ear and con¬ 
fidence of the natives, will have to do what the 
Reformers did for the Christian laity. The people 
in the sixteenth century, no doubt, believed that the 
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worship of the Virgin and the Saints, auricular con¬ 
fession, indulgences, the celibacy of the clergy, all 
rested on the authority of the Bible. They could not 
read the Bible in the original, and they were bound 
to believe what they were taught by the priests. 
As our own lleformers pointed out that all these 
were institutions of later growth, that they had be¬ 
come mischievous, and that no divine law was violated 
in disregarding them, it should be shown to the na- 
ti^’^es of India that the religion which the Brahmans 
teach is no longer the religion of the Veda, though 
the Veda alone is acknowltalgcd by all Brahmans as 
tljc only divine source of faith. A Hindu who believes 
only in tlie Veda would be much nearer to Chris¬ 
tianity than thosi! w'ho follow the Puraraas and the 
Tantras. From a Euro]>can ])oint of view there is, 
no doubt, even in the Veda a great deal that is absurd 
and childish; and from a Christian point of view 
there is but little that we can fully approve. But 
there is no trace in tlie Veda of the atrocities of Sha. 
and Kali, nor of the licentiousness of Krishna, nor of 
most of the miraculous adventures of Vishnu. We 
fijid in it no law to sanction the blasphemous pre¬ 
tensions of a priesthood to divine honours, or the 
degradation of any human being to a state below the 
animal. There is no text to countenance laws which 
allow the marrkgc of children and prohibit the re¬ 
marriage of child-widows, and the unhallowed rite of 
burning the widow with the corpse of her husband is 
both against the spirit and the letter of the Veda. 
The great majority of those ancient hymns are mere 
prayers for food, health, and wealth; and it is extra¬ 
ordinary that words which any child might have 
uttered should ever have seemed to require the 
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admission of a divine author. Yet there are passages 
scattered about in these hymns which, apart from 
their interest as relics of the earliest period in the 
hi.story of the human mind, are valuable as expres¬ 
sions of a simple faith in God, and of a belief in 
the moral government of the world. We should look 
in vain in late Sanskrit works for hymns like the 
folloivnng: 

1. Wise and miglity are the ivorks of him wlio 
stemmed asunder the wide firmaments (heaven and 
earth). He lifted on high tlie bright and glorious 
heaven; he stretched out apart the starr\' sky and 
the earth. 

2. Do I say this to my own self? How can I get 
unto Varuwa? Will he accept my offering without 
displeasure? When shall I, with a quiet mind, see 
him propitiated ? 

3. 1 ask, 0 Varuna, wishing to know this my sin. 
I go to ask the Avise. The sages all tell me the same: 
Varuna it is Avho is angry Avith thee. 

4. Was it an old sin, 0 Varuna, that thou AATshest 
to destroy thy friend, Avho ahvays pi’aises thee ? 
Tell me, thou unconquerable lord, and 1 Avill quickly 
turn to thee with praise, freed from sin. 

5. Absolve us from the sins of our fathers, and 
from those Avhich Ave committed Avith our OAvn bodies. 
Ilelease Vasishfha, 0 king, like a thief Avho has 
feasted on stolen oxen; release him like a calf from 
the rope. 

6. It was not our oavtj doing, 0 Varuna, it was 
necessity (or temptation), an intoxicating draught, 
passion, dice, thoughtlessness. The old is there to 
mislead the young; even sleep brings unrighteousness. 

7. Let me Avithout sin give satisfaction to the 
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angry god, like a slave to the bounteous lord. The 
lord god enlightened the foolish; he, the wisest, leads 
his worshipper to wealth. 

S. O lord Varuna, may this song go Avell to thy 
heart! May we prosper in keeping and acquiring! 
Protect us, 0 gods, always with your blessings! 

It would be a mistake to suppose that the educated 
classes in India are unable to appreciate the argu¬ 
ment Avhich rests on a simple apjieal to what, from 
their very childhood, they have been brought up to 
consider as the highest authority in matters of reli¬ 
gion. They have seen the same argument used 
repeatedly by their own priests. Whenever discus¬ 
sions about right and wrong, about true and false 
docti'ine, arose, each party appealed to the Veda. 
Decided heretics only, such as the Buddhists, objected 
to this line of argument. Thus, when the question 
was mooted whether the burning of widows was an 
essential part of the Hindu religion, the Brahmans 
were asked to produce an authority for it from the 
Veda. They did so by garbling a verse, and as the 
Veda wTis not yet published, it was impossible at that 
time to convict them of falsification. They tried to 
do the same in defence of the law which forbids the 
marriage of widows. But they were met by another 
])arty of more enlightened Brahmans, who, with the 
support of the excellent President of the Sanskrit 
College at Calcutta, Eshvar Chandra Vidyasagar, and 
several enlightened members of the Government, car- 
lied the'day. 

The following correspondence, which passed be¬ 
tween an orthodox Brahman and the Editor of one 
of the most influential native newspapers at Madras, 
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may serve as a specimen of the language used by 
native divines in arguments of this kind. 

The pious correspondent begins with a prayer to 
Vishnu; 

‘ Oh thou heavenly Boar, Vishnu, residing in Seitri- 
potti (in the neighbourhood of Madras), which place, 
rising like a mountain, is brilliant in its fullness, bless 
the inhabitants of the sea-girt Earth T)y knowledge 
which alone leads to virtue! ’ 

Then comes an address to the Editor: 

‘Among the followers of the six religions by Avhich 
the four castes have been divided, there are but few 
to whom sound knowledge and o-ood conduct have 
been granted. All the rest have been robbed of these 
blessings by the goddess of mischief. They will not 
find salvation either in this life or in the life to come. 
Now in order to benefit those miseraljle beings, there 
appears every Sunday morning your excellent ])apcr. 
bearing on its front the three forms of 6'iva,, and 
rising like the sun, the dispeller of darkness. Please 
to vouchsafe in that paper a small place to these lines. 
It is with that confident hope that I sharpen ni}' ])en 
and begin: 

‘For some time I have hai’boured great doubts 
within myself, and though I always intended to place 
them before the public in your ncwspajior, no o])por- 
tunity seemed hitherto to offer itself. But 5 ^ou have 
yourseK pronounced an opinion in one of your last 
numbers about infanticide, and you remark that it 
reveals a depravation more depraved than even the 
passion of lust. This seems a small saying, -and yet 
it is so full of meaning that I should fain call it a 
drop of dew poised-on the top of a blade of grass in 
which a mighty tree is fully reflected. It is true 
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there is on earth no greater bliss than love. This is 
proved by the word of the poet: “ Say, is the abode 
of the lotus-eyed god sweeter than a dream on the 
shoulders of the beloved?” No intoxication is so 
powerful as the intoxication of love. This is proved 
by another verse of the same poet: ‘Not the palm- 
wine, no, it is love which runs through the veins, and 
enraptures even by sight.” Nay more, Love is a fn-e 
beyond all fires. And this also is proved by a verse 
of the poet: “ If I fly, there is fire; if I am near her, 
there is refreshing coolness. Whence did she take 
that strange fire ? ” 

‘And love leaves neither the high nor the low 
without temptation. F.ven the curly-haired (Siva 
could not resist the power of love, as you may read 
in the storj" of Pandya and his Fish-flag, and in many 
other legends. Nor are women less moved by pas¬ 
sion than men. And hence that secret criminal love, 
and, from fear of shame, the most a^\dul of all crimes, 
infanticide! The child is killed, the mother fre¬ 
quently dies, and bad gossip follows; and her relations 
have to walk about with their heads bent low. Is it 
not all the consequence of that passion ? And such 
things are going on among us, is it not so? It is said, 
indeed, that it is the fault of the present generation, 
and that good women would never commit such atro¬ 
cities. But even in the patriarchal ages, which are 
called the virtuous ages, there was much vice, and 
it is owing to it that the present age is what it is. 
As the king, so the subjects. Where is chastity to be 
found among us ? It is the exception, and no longer 
the rule. And what is the chief cause of all this 
misery? 

‘ It is because people are married in their tender 
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infancy. If the husband dies before the child grows 
into a woman, how much suffering, how much tempta¬ 
tion, will come upon her. The poet says: “A woman 
that faithfully serves her husband, even though she 
serv'e not the gods, if she prays, Send us rain, it will 
rain.” Women who heed this will no doubt walk the 
path of virtue. Yet it is a sad thought. There is 
much that is good and true and beautiful in our poet; 
people read it, but they do not act according to it. 
Most men follow another verse of the poet—“ I swim 
about on the wild sea of love; I see no shore; the 
night also I am tossed about.” 

‘Alas, my dear Editor! All this hellish sin is the 
fault of father and mother who do not prevent it. If, 
in accordance with the Yedas, and in accord¬ 
ance with the sacred codes that arc based on 
them, women were allowed to marry again, much 
temptation and shame would be avoided. But then 
the world calls out—“ No, no, widow-mfirriage is 
against all our rules, it is low and vulgar.” Forsooth, 
tell me, are the four holy Vedas, which sj)rang fi’om 
the lotus-bom god, books of lies and blasphemy ? If 
we are to believe this, then our sacred laws, which 
are all ordained in the Vedas, are branded as lies. If 
we continue in this path, it will be like a shower of 
honey running down from a roof of sugar to the 
heathen, who are always fond of abusing us. Do we 
read in the Vedas that a man only may marry two, 
three, or four times ? Do we not read in the same 
place that a woman may marry at least twice? Let 
our wise masters ponder on this. Really we are 
shamed by the lowest castes. They follow the holy 
Vedas on this point, and we disregard them. 0 
marvel of marvels! This country is full already of 
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people who do not scruple to murder the sacred 
cow ! Should murder of infants be added thereto, as 
though the murder of cows was not yet enough? 
My dear Editor, how long is our god likely to bear 
with this ?’ 

There is a good deal more in the same style, which 
is not quite adapted for publication in a more northern 
climate. At the end the Editor is exhorted not to 
follow the example of other editors, who are afraid of 
burning their fingers, and remain silent when they* 
ought to speak. 

After some weeks, the Editor published a reply. 
He fiilly agrees with the arguments of his corre¬ 
spondent, but lie says that the writer does not suffi¬ 
ciently appreciate the importance of universal custom. 
Universal custom, he continues, is more powerful 
than books, however sacred. For books are read, but 
customs are followed. He then quotes the instance 
of a learned Brahman, a great Sanskrit scholar. His 
daughter had become a child-widow. He began to 
search in the sacred writings in order to find whether 
the widow of a Brahman was really forbidden to 
marry again. He found just the contrary, and was 
determined to give his daughter in marriage a second 
time. But all his relations came running to his house, 
entreating him not to do a thing so contrary to all 
etiquette, and the poor father was obliged to jdeld. 

At the end, however, the Editor gives his corre¬ 
spondent some sensible advice. ‘ Call a great meeting 
of wise men,’ he says. ‘ Place the matter before them, 
and show the aAvful results of the present system. If 
some of them could be moved, then they might be 
of good cheer. A few should begin allowing their 
widowed children to marry. Others would follow. 
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and the new custom would soon become general 
etiquette.’ 

The fact is that even now the Brahmanic law has 
by no means gained a complete ascendancy, and in 
Malabar, where a list has been drawn up of sixty-four 
offences tolerated or even sanctioned in Kerala, the 
fifty-fourth offence is described as follows: ‘The 
Vedas say that the widow of a Brahman may 
maiTy again. This is not the law in Kerala or 
elsewhere.’ 

We must be prepared, no doubt, to find the Brah¬ 
mans standing up for their traditional law as equall}- 
sacred as the Veda. They will argue even against 
their own Veda in the same spirit in which the 
Church of Rome argued .against the Bible, in order to 
defend the hierarchical and dogmatic system which, 
though it had no sanction in the Bible, was said to be 
but a necessary development of the spirit of the 
Bible. The Brahmans maintain, first of all, tliat 
there are four Vedas, each consisting of two portions, 
the hymns or Mantras, and theological tracts or Br&h- 
manas. Now, with regard to the hymns, it can easily 
be shown that there is but one genuine collection, 
the so-called Rig-veda, or the Veda of Ibrnse. The 
SSma-veda is but a short extract from the Rio-- 

O 

veda, containing such hymns as had to be chanted 
during the sacrifice. The Ya^ur-veda is a similar 
manual intended for another class of priests, who had 
to mutter certain hymns of the Rig-veda, together 
with invocations and other sacrificial formulas. The 
fourth, or Atharva-veda, is confessedly of later origin, 
and contains, besides a large number of h 3 mns from the 
Rig-veda, some interesting specimens of incantations, 
popular rhymes, and mystical odes. There remains, 
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tlicrefore, tlio Rig-veda only wliicli lias a right to be 
called tlie Veda. 

A s to the theological tracts attached to each Veda, 
the llrahniaus stoutly maintain tiiat the arguments 
by which they have established the divine origin of 
the hymns ai)i)ly with equal force to these ti’acts. It 
is in tlicse llrahnninas that they find most of the 
passages by which they sni)])ort their priestly j^reten- 
sions; and this is but natural,-because these Brah-^ 
ina77aswere composed at a later time than the hymns, 
and when the Brahmans were already enjoying those 
vcjy ]>i’ivilegcs which tliey wish to substantiate by 
a ]iriineval revelation. But even if we granted, for 
argument’s sake, that tlie Bridimanas were as ancient 
as tlie hymns, the Brahmans would try in vain to 
jirove the nuah'rn system of caste even from those 
works. Even there, all we find is the division of 
Indian society into four classes—priests, warriors, 
husbandiiK'n, and serls. A great distinction, no doubt, 
is made betwiam the three higher castes, the Aryas, 
and th(.i fimrth class, the »Sudi-ns. ^larriages between 
Aryas and »Sudras arc disapjiroved of, but we can 
hanlly say that they are in'ohibited (Vaj. Sanhit^ 
2.‘5, ;)0); and the few allusions to mixed castes which 
have been jiointed out, refer only to special profes¬ 
sions. The fourth class, the A'lldras, is spoken of as a 
degraded race whose contact defiles the Aryan wor- 
shipjier while he is peri'orming his sacrifice, and they 
arc sonietimi'S spoken of as evil s])irits; but even in 
the latest literaiy productions of the Vcdic age, we 
look in vain for the complicated rules of Manu. 

The last argument which a Brahman wouhl use 
under these cii-curastances is this; ‘ Though at present 
we find no authority in the Veda for the traditional 
TOL. II. Y 
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rules about caste, wo are bound to admit that such an 
authority did exist in portions of tlie Veda wliich 
have been lost; for Manu and other ancient lawgivers 
are known to be trustworthy })erson8, and they would 
not have sanctioned such laws unless they had known 
some divine authority in support of them. Therefore, 
unless it can be proved that their laws .are contrary 
to the Veda, we are bound to believe that they are 
based on lost portions of the Veda.’ However, there 
are few people, even in India, who do not sec through 
this argument, which is ironically called the appeal to 
the dead witness. 

The Brahmans themselves ha\’e made this admis¬ 
sion, that when the Veda, the Law-books, and the 
Puranas differ, the Veda is the stipreme autliority; 
and that where the Puianas differ from the Law¬ 
books the Pur4?2as arc overruled. According to tliis 
decision of Vy^lsa, the fallibility of the Law-books and 
the Purawas is admitted. They may be res])cctcd as 
the works of good and wise men; but what was ruled 
by men may be overruled by men. And even Manu, 
after enumerating the various sources of law—the 
Veda, the traditions and customs of those who knew 
the Veda and the practicts of good men.—adds fis the 
last, msm’s own judgment (atmanas tuslrtis), or the 
approval of conscience. 

As the case now stands, the Government would be 
perfectly justified in declaring that it will no longer 
consider caste as part of the religious system of the 
Hindus. Caste, in the modern sense of the word, is 
no religious institution; it has no authority in the 
sacred writings of the Brahmans, and by whatever 
promise the Government may have bound itself to 
respect the religion of the natives, that promise will 
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not be violated, even though penalties were inflicted 
for tlie observation of the rules of caste. 

It is a different question whether such a proceeding 
would be cither right or prudent; for, although caste 
cannot be called a religious institution, it is a social 
institution, based on the law of the country. It has 
been growing up for centuries, and the whole frame 
of Hindu society has been moulded in it. On these 
grounds the question of caste will have to be treated 
with groat caution; only it is right that the question 
should be argued on its real merits, and that religious 
arguments sluaild not be dragged in where they 
would only serve to make confusion worse confoianded. 
If caste is toli-ratcd in India, it should be knoM'n on 
both sides that it is not tolerated on religious grounds. 
If casti' is to be ])ut down, it should be put domi as 
a matter of policy and police. How caste grew up 
as a social institution, how it changed, and how it 
is likely to change still further, these are questions 
which ought to be carefully considered before any 
decision is taken that would affect the present system 
of caste. 

]\Ir. Muir, therefore, s(‘ems to us to have undertaken 
a very useful work at tlu; present moment in collecting 
and })ul)lishing a number of extracts from Sanskrit 
works bearing on the origin and history of caste. In 
his fii'st part he treats on tlic mythical and legendary 
accounts of caste, and he tries to discover in them the 
faint traces of the real history of that extraordinary 
institution. 

As soon as we trace the complicated system of 
caste, such as we find it in India at the present day, 
back to its first beginnings, we find that it flows from 
at least three different sources, and that accordingly 
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■we must distinguish behveen ethnological, politi¬ 
cal, and professional caste. 

Ethnological caste arises -svlicrcvcr different races 
are brought in contact. There is and always has been 
a mutual antipathy between the white and tlic black 
man, and when the two are brought together, either 
by conquest or migration, the white man has in\ ari- 
ably asserted his superiority, and established cei-tain 
social barriers between himself and liis dark-.skiimed 
brother. The Aryas and the Sudras s(!em to have fiilt 
this mutual antipathy. The difference ot blood aiul 
colour was heightened in ancient times by difference of 
religion and language; but in modern times al."<o, and 
in countries Avhere the negro has learnt to .'-])eak the 
same language and to worship the same God as his 
master, the white man ciui never eomjileteh’ oviTcome 
the old feeling that seems to lurk in his very blood, 
and makes him recoil from the emltrace of his darker 
nei^rhbour. And even where there is no distinction of 
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colour, an analogous feeling, the h eling of race, asserts 
its influence, as if iidierent in human nature. He- 
tween the Jew and the Gentil(^ the Greek and the 
barbarian, the Saxon and the (\dt, the Knglislmian 
atid the foreigner, there is something—wlaffiier we 
call it hatred, or antipathy, or mistrust, or mere cold¬ 
ness—which in a j)riinitive st.'ite of .societj- would 
necessarily lead to a system of castes, and Avhieh, even 
in more civilised countries, wdll never be comjdetely 
eradicated. 

Political caste arises from the .struggles of different 
parties in the same State for political sujjremacy. 
The feeling between the patrician and the plebeian at 
Rome was a feeling of caste, and for a longtime mar¬ 
riage between the son of a plebeian and the daughter 
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of a patrician was as distasteful- at Rome as the mar¬ 
riage between a »Sildi’a and the daughter of a Brali- 
man in India. In addition to these two classes of 
societ}-, tlio governing and the governed, the nobility 
and the peoj)le, we find a third class starting into 
existence at a very early period, and in almost all 
countries, the priests; and if we look at the histoiy 
of the ancient world, piirticularly among Eastern 
nations, it cliiefl}' consists in contests between the 
nobility and the priesthood for political supremacy. 
Thus, whei’eas ethnological caste leads generally only 
to one broad division between the white and the 
black man, between the conquering and the con¬ 
quered race, between the freeman and the .slave, 
jiolitical caste superadds <‘i threefohl division of the 
su])erior race, by separating a military nobility and 
a priestly hierarchy from the great body of the 
citiz('ns. 

Professional caste is in reality but a continuation 
of the same social growth Avhich leads to the esta- 
bli.--hment of political caste. After the two upper 
classes have btten separated from the main body 
of the ])eo[ile, the gradual advancement of society 
towards a more perfect organisation takes plact', 
chiefly by means of new subdivisions among the 
miihlle classes. Various trades and professions are 
established, and privileges once granted to them arc 
defend(!d by guilds and corj)orations, with the same 
ji'alousy as the political privileges of the nobility and 
the ])riesthood. Certain trades and professions be¬ 
come more respectable and influential than others, 
and, in order to keep up that respectability, the 
members of each bind themselves by regulations 
which are more strictly enforced and more severely 
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felt than the laws of the people at large. Every 
nation must pass through this social phase, which 
in Europe Avas most completely realised during tlie 
Middle Ages. And though, in later times, Avith the 
progress of civilisation and true religion in Europe, 
all the barriers of caste became more and more levelled, 
the law being the same for all classes, and the services 
of Church and State being oj)ened to the intellectual 
aristocracy of the Avhole nation, 3 'et within smaller 
spheres the traditional feeling of caste, in its three¬ 
fold character, lingers on, and the antipathy between 
Saxon and Celt, the distinction-between nobility and 
gentry,the distance between the man Avho de.als in gold 
and silver and the man Avho dcjals in hoots .and shoes, 
are still maintained, and woidd seem almost indis¬ 
pensable to the healthy growth of every society. 

The first trace of caste which we find in India is 
j)urelj" ethnological. India was covered by a stratum 
of Turanian inhabitants before the Aiyas, or the people 
who sj)oke Sanskrit, took possession of the countiy. 
Traces of these aboriginal inhabitants .are still to be 
found all OA'er India. The main bod}'^ of these earlier 
settlers, hoAvever, was driven to the South, and to the 
present day .all the languages spoken in the South of 
India, Tamil, Telugu, Canareso, &c., are ])orfectly 
distinct from Sanskrit and the modern Sanskrit 
dialects, such as Hindustani, Bengali, and Mahratti. 
At the time of the gi-eat Aryan immigration the 
differences in the physical appcanance of the conf|uered 
and the conquering races must have been consider¬ 
able, and even at present a careful observer can 
easily distinguish the descendants of the tAvo. ‘ No 
sojourner in India,’ Dr. Stevenson remarks, ‘can 
have paid any attention to the physiognomy of the 
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higher and lower orders of natives, without being 
struck with the remarkable difference that exists in 
the shape of the head, the build of the body, and the 
colour of the skin between the higher and the lower 
castes into which the Hindu population is divided. 
The high forehead, the stout build, and the light 
copper colour of the Brahmans, and other castes allied 
to them, aj)pear in strong contrast with the somewhat 
low and 'wide heads, slight make, and dark bronze of 
tlu; low castes.’ Time, however, has worked many 
changes, and there are at present Brahmans, parti¬ 
cularly in the South of India, as black as Pariahs. 

The hymns of the Veda, though they never mention 
the word Sudra, except in the passage pointed out 
bef(.)re, allude frequently to these hostile races, and 
call them ‘ Dasyus,’ or enemies. Thus one poet says 
(Uv. HI. 34, 9): 

‘Indragave horses, Indra gave the sun, he gave 
the ttarth Avith food f<a’ many, he gave gold, and he 
gaA (! wealth ; destroying the Dasyus, Indi’a protected 
the Aryan colour.’ 

'J’he Avord Avhich is here translahal by colour, v ar ?ia, 
is the true Sanskrit name for caste. Nor can there 
be any doubt that there Avas a distinction of colour 
betAveen the Aryas and the Dasyus, and that the 
name, varna—meaning originally colour—Avas after¬ 
wards used in the more general sense of caste‘s. 
Mr. Muir has quoted a passage from the Mahabharata, 
AA-here it is said that the colour of the Brahmans 
was Avhite; that of the Kshatriyas, red; that of the 
Vai.syas, yellow; and that of the /Sudras, black. 
But this seems to be a later allegory, and the colours 


Sec page 180. 
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seem to be chosen in order to express the respective 
character of the four castes. At the time when this 
name of varwa was first used in the sense of caste, 
there were but two castes, the Aryas and the non- 
Ary.as, the bright and the dark race. This dark 
race is sometimes called by the poets of the Wsda 
‘the black skin.’ Ilig-veda I. 130, 8: ‘ Indra pro¬ 
tected in battle the Aryan worshipper, he subdued 
the lawless for Manu, lie conquered tlie black skin.’ 
Other names given to them by their Aryan con¬ 
querors are ‘ goat-nosed and noseless,’ whereas the 
Aja’an gods are frequently praised for their be.iutiful 
noses. That those people were considered as heathen 
and barbarians by the Vedic poets we may conclude 
from other passages where the}' are represential as 
keeping no sacred tires and as worshipping mad gods. 
Nay, they are even taunted with eating raw flesh,— 
as in the Dekhan some of the low castes arc called 
Puliyars, or Poliars, i. e. flesh eaters,—and with 
feeding on human flesh. How they were treated by 
the llrahmans, we may conclude fi'om the follow¬ 
ing invocation: 

‘ Indra and Soma, burn the devils, destroy them, 
throw them down, ye two Dulls, the people tliat 
grow in darkness! Hew down the madmen, suffo¬ 
cate them, kill them; hurl them away, and slay the 
vonicious. 

‘ Indra and Soma, up together against the cursing 
demon! May he burn and hiss like an oblation in 
tlie fii’e ! Put y'oiir everlasting hatred upon the 
villain who hates the Brahman, who eats flesh, and 
whose look is abominable. 

‘ Indra and Soma, hurl the evil-doer into the pit, 
nnfethomable darkness! May your strength 
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b(i full of wrath to hold out, that no one may come 
out a^niiii! ’ 

This ancient division between Aryan and non- 
Aryaii races, based on an original dilference of blood, 
Avas preserved in hiter times as the primary distinc¬ 
tion between the three twice-born castes and the 
/STidras. Tlie Avord ary a (noble) is deriA^ed from 
arj'H, Avhich means a householder, and was originally 
used as the name of the tliird caste, or the Vaisyas. 
'J’liese Aryas or Vaivyas formed the great bulk of the 
llraliinanic society, and it is but natural that their 
name, in a deri\'atiA-e form, should have been used as 
a common mum* of the three classes into Avhich these 
Aryas became afterAvards diA’ided. Hoav these three 
upjier castes grcAV up Ave can see A*ery clearly in tlie 
hymns, in the llrahmanas, and in the legendary stories 
eontained in the epic poems. The three occupations of 
the Aryas in India Avere fighting, culth^ating the soil, 
and Avorship|)ing the gods. Tliose who fought the 
battles of tlie people Avould naturally acquire influence 
and rank, and tlieir leaders appear in the \eda as 
Ilajahs or kings. Those Avho did not share in the 
fighting Avould occupy a more humble position; they 
Avi're called Vi.s, Vaisyas, or householders, and Avould 
no doubt have to contribute toAA'ards the maintvijnuco 
of tlie armies. Vi.spati, or lord of tht^ d is, be¬ 
came the usual name fur king, and the same Avord is 
found in the old Persian Vispaiti, and the modem 
Lituanian Avieszpatis, king. But a third occupa¬ 
tion, that of Avorshipping the gods, was eA'idcutly con¬ 
sidered by the whole nation to be as important and 
as truly essential to the well-being of the country as 
fighting against enemies or cultivating the soil. How¬ 
ever imjAerfeert and absurd their notions of the Deity 
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may seem to us, we must admit that no nation was 
ever so anxious to perform the service of their gods 
as the early Hindus. It is the gods wlio conquer the 
enemy, it is tlie gods who vouclisafe a rich Iiarvest. 
Healtii and wealth, children, friends, flocks, and gold, 
all.are the gifts of the gods. And these are not un¬ 
meaning phrases with those early ])oets. Xo, the poet 
believes it; he not only believes, but he knows it, that 
all good things come from above. ‘ Without thee, O 
Vanina! ’ the poet says, ‘ 1 am not the master (.‘ven 
of a twinkling of the eye. Do not deliver u.s unto 
death, though we have, offended against thy com¬ 
mandment day bv dav. Accept our sacrifice, forgii c 
our offences, let us speak togctiier again, like old 
friends.’ Here it is where the charm of these old 
hymns lies. There is TU)thing in them as yet about 
a revelation to be believed in, because it was handed 
down by sages three-fourths divine, and one-fiairth 
human. They believe in one great revelation, and 
they require no one to answer for its truth, and that 
revelation is that God i.s ivise, orani[)otent, the Lord 
of heaven and earth; that he hears tin; jirayers of 
men, and forgives their offences. ILto is a short 
verse containing every one of these primitive articles 
of faith (Uig-vcda I. 25, 19): 

‘ Hear this my calling, O Yaruna, and bless me 
now; 1 call u])on thee, desirous of thy help. 

‘ Thou, 0 wise God, art the king of all, of heaven 
and earth, hear me on thy path,’ 

Among a nation of this peculiar stamp the priests 
were certain to acquire great influence at a very early 
period, and, like most priests, they were as certain to 
use it for their own advantage, and to the ruin of all 
true religious feeling. It is the life-spftng of all reli^ 
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gion that man feels the immediate presence of God, 
and draws near to God as a child to his father. But 
the pri(^sts inidntained that no one should approach 
the gods without their intercession, and that no 
sacrifices .should he otfercd without their advice. 
Most of the Indo-European nations have resisted 
these claims, but in India the ])riests were success¬ 
ful, and in tlie Vcida, already, though only in some 
of the latest hymns, the position of the priest, or 
tile Purohita, is firmly established. Thus we read, 
liv. IV. .50, 8: 

‘ That king b(*fore Avhoni marches the priest, he 
alone dwells well-established in his own house; to 
him the earth j'ields at all times, to him the people 
bow l>y themselves. 

‘ Tlie king who gives wealth to the priest that 
implores liis jmrfection, he A\nll conquer unopposed 
the treasui’cs, whether of his enemies or liis friends; 
him the gods will protect.’ 

This sj'stem of Purohiti, or priestly government, 
had gained ground in India before the first collection 
of the Yedi(; hymns was accomplished. These ver}" 
hymns were the chief strength on Avhich the priests 
relied, and they were handed doAvn from father to 
son as the most valuable heir-loom. A hymn by 
which the gods had been invoked at the beginning 
of a battle, and which had secured to the king a 
victory over his enemies, Avas considered an unfailing 
spell, and it became the sacred Avar-sorg of a AA^hole 
tribe. Thus avc read, 

llv. VII. 33, 3. ‘Did not Indra preserA’e Sudas 
in the battle of the ten kings through your prayer, 0 
Vasisht/ias? ’ 

Rv. III. 58, 12. ‘ This prayer of Visvamitra, of 
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one who has praised heaven and earth and Indra, 
preserves the people of the Bharatas*.’ 

But the priests only were allowed to chant these 
songs, they only were able to ti!acli them, and they 
impressed the people with a belief th.'it the slightest 
mistake in the words, or the pronunciation of tlie 
words, would rouse the anger of the gods. Thus 
they became the mastei’s of all religious ceremonies, 
the teachers of the people, the ministers of kings. 
Their favour was courted, their anger dreaded, by a 
pious but credulous race. 

The following hymn wHl shoAV that at an eaidy 
time the priests of India had learnt, not only to bless, 
but also to curse (Rv. VI. 52): 

1. No, by heaven ! no, by earth ! I do not ai)i>rove 
of this; no, by the saeritice ! no, by these rites! May 
the mighty mountains crush him! May the priest of 
Atiyhya perish'*! 

2. Whosoever, 0 iMaruts, weans himself above us, 
or scoffs at the prayer (bralima) which we have 
made, may hot idagues come upon him, may tlie sky 
burn up that hater of Brahmans (brahma-dvisb) I 

3. Did they not call thee, Soma, tlie guardian of 
the BrdhmanV did they not say that thou didst shield 
us agauist curses ? Why dost thou look on when we 
are scoffed at ? Hurl against the hater of the Brah¬ 
man the fiery spear! 

4. May the coming daAvns protect me, may the 
swelling rivers protect me ! May the finn mountains 
protect me! ]\Iay the Fathers protect me at the 
invocation of the gods! 

3 J. Muir, ‘ On the Ilelationa of tlie Priests,’ p. 4. 

* See <T. Muir, ‘ On the Kelations of the Priests,’ p. 33; and 
Wilson, ‘ Translation of tlie Kig-veda,’ vol. iii. p. 4SI0. 
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5. May we always be bappy, may we see tbc 
rising sun! May the Lord of the Vasus order it 
thus, he who brings the gods, and is most ready with 
his help;— 

G. Indra Avho comes nearest with his help; Sara- 
svati, the swelling, Avith the rivers ; Par^anya who 
blesses us Avith plants; the glorious Agni Avho, like a 
father, is ready to hear when AA'^e call;— 

7. All ye gods, come hither! hear this myjjrayer! 
Sit doAvn on this tdtfir! 

8. To him, 0 gods, aa’Iio honoui’S you by an obla-** 
tion doAAdng Avith butter, fo him ye come all. 

!). May they Avho are the sons of the Immortal, 
hear oui‘ jirajau’s, may they be gracious to us! 

10. May all the righteous gods who hear our 
jiruyers, receiA'o at all seasons this acceptalde milk! 

11. May Indra, Avith the host of the Maruts, 
accept our ])raise, may Mitra Avith TA^ashtar, may 
Aryaman I'CceiA e these our oblations ! 

12. O Agni, cany this our sacrifice Avdsely, looking 
for the divine host. 

1.1. All ye gods, hear this iny call, ye who are in 
the air, and in the sky, ye aaOio liaA^e tongues of fire®, 
and are to be Avorshipped; sit doAvn on this altar and 
rejoice! 

14. May all the holy gods hear, may IIcaA'cn atid 
Earth, and the Child of the AV'aters (the Sun) hear 
my pruA’er ! May I not speak Avords AA’Iiich you can¬ 
not apitroA’e, may avc rejoice in your favour.s, as your 
nearest friends! 

15. May the great gods, who are as strong as the 


* Tills moans the gods who receive sacrifice oflered on the fire 
of the altar. 
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enemy, who sprang from the earth, from heaven, and 
from the conflux of the waters, give us gifts accord¬ 
ing to our desire, all our life, day and night! 

16. Agni and Par^anya, accept my pniycr, and our 
praise at this invocation, ye who are well invoked. 
One made the earth, the other the seed: give to us 
hci’e wealth and progeny! 

17. When the grass is spread, when the fire is 
kindled, I worship with a hymn with great venera¬ 
tion. Rejoice to-day, ye adorable Vi.sve Devas, in 

^the oblation offered at this our sacrifice! 

‘ The priests never aspired to royal power. ‘A 
^Brahmin,’ they say, ‘is not fit for royalty’ (A^ata- 
patha-brahmana V. 1, 1, 12). They left the insignia 
of royalty to the military caste. But woe to the 
warrior who would not submit to their spiritu.'il 
guidance, or who w'ould dare to perform his sacrifice 
without waiting for his Samuel! There were fierce 
and sanguin.ary struggles between the ])riests and tlte 
nobility, before tlie king consented to bow la^fore tlie 
Brahmin. In the Veda wc still find kings composing 
their own hymns to the gods, royal bards, Rayarshis, 
who united in their person the powers both of king 
and priest. The family of Visvamitra has contri¬ 
buted its oira collection of /lyrniis to the Rig-veda, 
but Yisvfl.initra himself was of royal descent, and if 
in later times he is represented as admitted into the 
Brahmanic family of the Bhrigus—a family famous 
for its sanctity as well as its valour—this is but an 
excuse invented by the Brahmans, in order to 
explain what would otherwise have upset their own 
system. King 6'anaka of Yideha is represented in 
some of the Brfi.hmareas as more learned than any of 
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the Brahmans at his court. Yet, when instructed 
by Yayhavalkya as to the real nature of the soul and 
its identity with Brahma, or the divine spirit, he 
exclaims, ‘Iwill give thee, 0 Venerable, the king¬ 
dom of the Videhas, and my own self, to become thy 
shive.’ 

As the influence f)f the Brahmans extended, they 
became more and more jealous of their privileges, 
and, wliile fixing their own privileges, they endea¬ 
voured .at the same time to circumscribe the duties 
of tlie warriors and tlie householders. Those of the 
Aryas wlio would not submit to the laws of the three 
estates were treatcal as outcasts, and they are chiefly 
known by the name ofor.tribes. They 
sjK)ke the same language as the three Arya.n castes, 
but they did not submit to Brahrnanic discipline, and 
they had to j)erform certain jienances if they wished 
to be readmitted into the Aryan society. The 
aboriginal inhabitants again, who conformed to the 
Bralimanic law, received certain privileges and Avere 
constituted as a fourth caste, under the name of 
(Swdras, whereas all the rest who kept aloof were 
called Dasyns, whiitever their language might be 
(Manu X. 45). This Bnahmanic constitution, how¬ 
ever, was not settled in a day, and Ave find ex^ery- 
wliero in the hymns, in the BrAhnianns, and in the 
epic poe-ms, the traces of a long continued Avarfare 
betAveen the Aryas and the aboriginal inhabitants, 
and violent contests between the two highest classes 
of the Aryas striving for political supremacy. For 
a long time the three upper classes continued to 
consider themselves as one race, all claiming the title 
of Arya, in contradistinction from the fourth caste, 
or the /Sfidrag. In the Br^hmanas it is stated dis- 
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tinctly: Aryas are only the Brahmans, Kshatriyas, 
and Vai.s-yas, for they are admitted to the sacrifices. 
They shall not speak with everybody, for the gods 
did not speak with cveryJjody, but only with the 
Brahman, tlie Kshatriya, and tlie Vai.sya. If they 
should fall into a conversation with a /S’udra, let them 
say to another man, ‘ Tell this »Sudra so.’ In several 
passages of the Pui-anas, whei-e an account of tlie 
creation is given, we lu'ar of but one original caste, 
which, V)y the diiferenc.e of works, became afterwards 
divided into three. Professor Wilson says: 

‘ The existence of but one caste in the age of 
jmrity, however incompatibl(‘ witli tlie legend wliicli 
ascribes the origin of the timr castes to lirahnia, is 
evorywherc admitted. Tladr sejiaration is assigned 
to ditf'erent individuals, wlietlier acciiratelv to anv 
one may lie doubted; but the notion indicates tliat 
the distinction Wiis of a .social or jiolitical character.’ 

In some places tlie threefold division of caste is 
represented to have taken place, in the Treta age, mid 
Mr. Muir quote.s a pas.sage from tlu; P' agavtitajiurawa, 
where it is said, 

‘There was formerly only one Veda, only one (hxl, 
one fire, and one caste. From Puriiravas came the 
triple Veda, in the beginning ol'tlic Treta. age.’ 

A similar idea is ex[»resscd in the account of the 
creation given in the Brihad AranA aka-ufianishad. 
It is there stated that in the beginning thei’C was 
but One, which was Brahman; that Brahman created 
the warlike gods, such as Indrji, • Varuna, Soma, 
Itudra, Parganya, Yama, jMrityu, and LsAna. That 
after that, he created the corpoisafions of gods, the 
fs, Kudras, Adityas, Vi.sve Devas, and Maruts; 

^ at he created the earth, Avhi»h supports all 
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things. This creation of the. gods is throughout 
treated as a prelude to the creation of man. And as 
Brahman was the first god, so the Br4hman is the 
first man. As the warlike gods came after, so after 
the Br4hman comes the Kshatriya. As the corpora¬ 
tions of gods came third, so the coi'porations of men, 
the Vaisyas, occupy the third place, whereas the 
fourth order, the 6'fidra colour, is represented as the 
earth or Ptishan, this being one of their ancient gods, 
who is called Ptishan because he nourishes all beings. 
Practical conclusions are at once drawn from this 
passage. ‘Brahman,’ it is said, ‘is the birthplace of 
the Kshatriya: therefore, although the king obtains 
the highest dignity, he at last takes refuge in Brah¬ 
man as in his birthplace. Whosoever despises him, 
destroys his own birthplace;—he, is a veiy great 
sinner, like a man who injures his superior.’ 

Even the name of gods is claimed for the Brahmans 
as early as the Br4hma»a period. In the <Satapatha- 
brahmana II. 2, 2, 6, we read: ‘ There are two kinds 
of gods; first the gods, then those who are BrMimans, 
and who have learnt the Veda and repeat it; they are 
human gods (manushya-dev^A). And this sacri¬ 
fice is twofold: oblations for the gods, gifts for the 
human gods, the BrAhmans, who have leamt the Veda 
and repeat it. With oblations he appeases the gods, 
with gifts the human gods, the BrAhmans, who have 
learnt the Veda and repeat it. Both gods when they 
are pleased, place him in bliss.’’ 

Nevertheless, the Brahman knew how to be humble 
where it was necessary. ‘ None is greater,’ he says, 

‘ than the warrior, therefore the Br&hman under the 
warrior worships at the royal sacrifice.’ 

After long* and violent struggles between the 

VOL. n. z 
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Brahmans and the Kshatriyas, the Br&hmans carried 
the day, and, if we may judge from the legends which 
they tiiemselves have preserved of these struggles, 
they ended with the total destruction of most of the 
old Kshatriya families and the admission of a few of 
them to the privileges of the first caste. ParasurS,ma 
is the great hero of the Brahmans: 

‘He cleared the earth thrice seven times of the 
, Kshatriya caste, and filled with their blood the five 
large lakes of Samanta, from which he offered liba¬ 
tions to the race of Bh/igu. Offering a solemn 
sacrifice to the king of the gods, Parasurfima j)re- 
sented the earth to the ministering priests. Having 
given the earth to Kasyapa, the hero of immeasurable 
prowess retired to the Mahendra mountain, whei’c 
he still resides; and in this manner mms there enmity 
between him and the race of the Kshatriyas, and thus 
was tlie whole earth conquered by ParasurA,ma.’ 

The destruction of the Kshatriyas by ParaAnnima 
had been provoked by the cruelty of the Kshatriyas. 
We are told that there had been a king Kritsivirya, 
by whose liberality the Bhrigus, who officiated as 
his priests, had been greatly enriched with corn and 
money. After he had gone to heaven his descend¬ 
ants were in want of money, and came to beg for 
a supply from the Bhrigus, of whose w^ealth they 
were aware. Some of the latter hid their money 
under ground, others bestowed it on BrShmans, being 
afraid of the Kshatriyas, while other,8 again gave 
these last what they wanted. It happened, however, 
that a Kshatriya, while digging the ground, dis¬ 
covered the money concealed in the house of a 
Bhrigu. The Kshatriyas then assembled and saw 
' vire, and slew in consequences all the Bhri- 
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gus down to the children iri the womb. One of 
them concealed her unborn child. The Kshatriyas, 
hearing of its existence, sought to kill it; but it 
issued forth with a lustre which blinded the perse¬ 
cutors. They now humbly supplicated the mother 
of the child for the restoration of their sight; but 
she referred them to her wonderi'ul infant, Aurva, 
into Mdiom the whole Vedas had entered, as the 
person who had robbed them of their sight, and who 
alone couhl restore it. Aurva did restore their sight, 
and, admonished by the spirits of his ancestors, he 
abstained from taking vengeance on the Kshatriyas; 
but vengeance was to come from the llhrigus upon 
the Kshatriyas. Parasurama, the scourge of the 
Kshatriyas, was, through his father (?amadagni and 
his grandfather liii-ika, a descendant of the Bhrigus, 
though, through his grandmother, the daughter of 
Gadhi, the king of Kanyh.kub^a, he belonged to the 
royal race of the Kuvikas. 

This royal race of the Kusikas, which produced 
the, avenger of the Brahmans, the destroyer of all 
Kshatriyas, ]'‘arasurA,ma, counts among its members 
another ecpially remarkable person, Visv4initra. lie 
was the son of tlie same GMhi whose daughter, 
Satyavati, became the mother of 6^amadagni and the 
grandmother of Fara.s ur4ma. Though of royal extrac¬ 
tion, Vi.5v4mitra concpiered for himself and his family 
the privileges of a Brahman. He became a Brahman, 
and thus broke through all the rules of caste. The 
Brahmans cannot deny the fact, because it forms one 
of the principal subjects of their legendary poems. 
But they have spared no jmins to represent the 
exertions of Vi.sv&raitra, in his struggle for Brahrna- 
hood, as so 8il|)erhuman that no one would easily bh 
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tempted to follow his example. No mention is made 
of these monstrous penances in the Veda, where 
the strujrffle between Visv&mitra, the leader of the 
Kusikas or Bharatas, and the Brahman VasiehtAa, 
the leader of the white-robed Tritsus, is represented 
as the struggle of two rivals for the place of Purohita 
or chief priest and minister at the court of king 
Sudhs, the son of Pi^avana. In the epic poems 
this story is frequently alluded to, and we give tlie 
following extracts from Mr. i\Iuir’s book, as likely 
to throw some light on the history of caste in 
India: 

‘ SaudAsa was king of the race of Ikshvaku. 
Vi,svS,mitra wished to be employed by him as his 
officiating priest, but the king preferred Vasish</«a. 
It happened, however, that the king had gone out to 
hunt, and meeting Naktri, the eldest of Vasisli//(a’s 
hundred sons, on the road, he ordered him to get 
out of his way. The priest civilly replied, “The 
path is mine, 0 king; this is the immemorial law; 
in all observances the king must cede the way to the 
Brahman.” In later times he would have quoted a 
less civil sentence from the Brahma-vaivarta: “ He 
who does not immediately bow down when he sees 
his tutor, or a Brahman, or the image of a god, 
becomes a hog on earth.” The king struck the priest 
with a whip; the priest cursed the king to become 
a cannibal. Visvdmitra, who happened to be near, 
took advantage of this fracas, prevented the king 
from imploring the priest’s mercy, and the priest 
himself, the son of VasishtAa, fell as the first victim 
of Saud&sa’s cannibalism. The same fate befell all 
the other sons of VasishtAa. Vasish<7ta, on hearing 
of the destruction of his sons by Visv4mitra, sup- 
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ported his affliction as the great mountain sustains 
the earth. He meditated his own destruction, and 
never thought of exterminating the Kau.vikas. In 
spite of repeated efforts, however, VasishtAa failed 
in depriving himself of his life, and when returning 
to his hermitage he discovered that tlie wife of his 
eldest son was i)regnant, and that there was hoi)e of 
his lineage being continued. A son was born, and 
he was called Par^sara. The* king SaudSsa was 
going to swallow him also, when VasishtAa inter¬ 
fered, exorcised the king, and delivered him from the 
curse by which he had been affected for twelve years. 
Vasish/Zia resumed his duties as priest, and the king 
I'emained a patron of the Brahmans, but he is always 
quoted as an instance of a Kshatriya, hostile to the 
Brahmans, and punished for his hostility.’ 

The most important point in the eyes of the later 
Brahmans was how Yisvamitra, being born a Ksha- 
triya, could have become a. Brahman, and it is for 
the solution of this difficulty that they invented the 
most absurd fables. The object of his ambition is 
said to have been the cow of Vasisht/ta, a most 
wonderful animal, and, though in the end he did not 
obtain that cow, yet he obtained by penance, per¬ 
formed during thousands of years, a share in the 
benefits of the priesthood. Mr. Muir has carefully col¬ 
lected all the passages from the Puranas and the epic 
poems, which illustrate the contest for the milk-cow 
of the priest, and the chief passages from the Klim4- 
ya 7 ia may be read in Chevalier Gorresio’s excellent 
Italian translation of that epic poem. 

Another difficulty for the later Brahmans was 
the case of their owm most famous legislator, Manu. 
He, too, was by birth, a R4yanya or Kshatriya, and 
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his father Vivasrat is called ‘the seed of all the 
Kshatriyas’ (MadhusMana, Bhagavadgitfi, IV. 1). 
For a, K 8 hatri 3 a to teach the law was a crime 
(svadharm&tikrama), and it is only by a most 
artificial line of argument that the dogmatic philo¬ 
sophers of the Miin&njsa school tried to explain this 
away.' The Brahmans seem to have forgotten that, 
according to their own Upanishads, A^^tasatru, the 
king of KAfi, possessed more knowledge than Gargysi, 
the son of Balilka, who was renowned as a reader of 
the Veda,® and that GArgj'a desired to become his 
pupil, though it was not right, as the king himself 
remarked, that a Kshatriya should initiate a Brahman. 
They must have forgotten that Pravhhana 6'aivali, 
king of the PanMlas, silenced .Svetaketu Aruneya and 
his father, and then communicated to them doctrines 
which Kshatriyas only, but no Brahmans, had ever 
known before.' That king (Tanaka of Videha pos¬ 
sessed superior knowledge is acknowledged by one 
of the most learned among the Brahmans, by 
Y%navalk}'a himself; and in the .Satapatha-brah- 
mawa, which is believed to have been the Avork of 
Y&< 7 navalk 3 'a, it is said tliat kmg (?anaka became a 
Brahman.® 

Whatever we may think of the historical value of 
such traditions, one thing is quite clear, namelj’, that 
the priests succeeded in establishing, after a time, 
a lucrative supremacy, and that it was worth fighting 


® Kaurfiitaki-bniliinana-upaniKhad, cap. 4 ed. Cowell, p. 167. 
In the A'atai)atha-brabmana XIV. 5, 1, nearly the same story is 
told of DnptabalAki GftrRya. 

^ A7mndoj^a-iipani»had V. 3, 7, translated by Dr. Roer, p. 85. 
In the /Satapatha-brahniana XIV. 9, 1, read (ruivali. 

* 5atapatha-br&hma«a XI. 6, 2, 5. * 
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for to be admitted .to their caste. When the supre¬ 
macy of the IJraiimans was once finnly established, 
the rules about caste became stricter than ever, and 
the prohibition of marriage, not only between Aryas 
and AShdras, but between the different castes of 
Aryas, became essential for the maintenance of those 
privileges for which the Brahmans and Kshatriyas 
had been fighting their sanguinary battles. It is, 
indeed, only in the very latest works of the Vedic 
period of literature that we meet with the first traces 
of that intolerant spirit of caste which pervades the 
Laws of Manu. But that the oppressiveness of the 
system and the ai-rogant tyranny of the Brahm.ans 
were felt by the people at an earlier period we may 
guess from that reaction which called forth the 
opposite system of Buddha, and led to the adoption 
of Buddhism as the state religion of India in the 
third century B.c. Buddha himself was a Kshatriya, 
a royal pi-ince, like Ganaka, like Visv^mitra, and 
the secret of his success lies in his disregard of the 
privileges of the priestly caste. He addressed him¬ 
self to all (dasscs; nay, he addressed himself to the 
])oor and the degraded rather than to the rich and 
the hiirh. He did not wish to abolish caste as a 
social institution, and there is no trace of social 
levelling or democratic communism in any of his 
sermons. His only attacks were levelled against the 
exclusive pri^•ileges cLairned by the Brahmans, and 
against their cruel treatment of the lowest castes. 
He was met by the Brahmans with the same argu¬ 
ments with which they had met former reformers: 

‘ How can & Kshatriya take upon himself the office 
of a priest? He breaks the most sacred law by 
attempting td interfere in religious matters.’ Bud- 
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dha, however, having no views of personal aggran¬ 
dizement like Visvimitra, and abstaining from all 
otfensive warfare, simply went on preaching and 
teaching, that ‘ all that is bom must die, that virtue 
is better than vice, that passions must be subdued, 
till a man is ready to give up everything, even his 
own self’ These doctrines would hardly liave pos¬ 
sessed so great a charm in the eyes of the people 
if they had not been preached by a man of royal 
extraction, who had given up his exalted position 
and mixed with the lowest classes as his friends 
and equals. 

‘ As the four rivers which fall in the Ganges lose 
their names as soon as they mingle their waters with 
the holy river, so all who believe in Buddha cease to 
be Brahmans, Kshatriyas, Valsyas, and iSiidras.’ 

This was the teaching of Buddha. Or, again,— 

‘ Betw'een a Brahman and a man of another caste 
there is not the same difference as between gold and 
a stone, or between light and darkness. The Brah¬ 
man is bom of a woman, so is the Aand^la. If the 
Brahman is dead, he is left as a thing impure, like 
the other castes. Where is the difference?’ ‘If the 
Brahmans were above the law, if for them there were 
no unhappy consequences of sins committed, then, 
indeed, they might be proud of their caste.’ ‘ My 
law is a law of grace for all.’ ‘ My doctrine is like 
the sky. There is room for all without exception— 
men, women, boys, girls, poor and rich.’ 

Such a doctrine, preached in a country enthralled 
under the rules of caste, was sure to conquer. At 
the bidding of Buddha the e\il spirit of haste seems 
to have vanished. Thieves and robbers, beggars 
and cripples, slaves and prostitutes, bfcnkrupts and 
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sweepers, gathered around him. But kings also 
came to confess their sins and to perform public 
penance, and the most learned among the Brahmans 
confessed their ignorance before Buddha. Hindu 
society was changed. The dynsisties which reigned 
in the chief cities of India were *Shdras. The lan« 
guage used in their edicts is no longer Sanskrit, but 
the vulgar dialects. The Brahmanic sacrifices were 
abolished, and buildings rose over the whole of India, 
sacred through the relics of Buddha which they 
contained, and surrounded by monasteries open to 
all ranks, to Brahmans and /Sfidras, to men and 
women. How long this state of things lasted it is 
difficult to say. Towards the end of the fourth 
century, when Fabian, the Chinese pilgrim, travelled 
through India, a Brahmanic reaction had alre.ady 
commenced in some parts of the country. At the 
time of Hiouen-thsang, in the middle of the seventh 
century. Buddhism was losing ground rapidly, and 
some of its most sacred places were in ruins. The 
Brahmans had already gained back much of their 
former influence, and they soon grew strong enough 
to exterminate for ever the heresy of Buddha on the 
soil of India, and to re-establish orthodoxy under 
ASaiikara-AMrya. There are at present no Bud¬ 
dhists left in India; they have migrated to Ceylon 
in the South, to Nepal, Tibet, and China in the 
North. After the victorious return of the Brahmans 
the old laws of caste were re-enacted more vigorously 
than ever, and the Brahmans became again what 
they had been before the rise of Buddhism—the 
terrestrial gods of India. A change, however, had 
come over the system of caste. Though the Laws of 
Manu still spbke of four castes, of Brahmans, Ksha- 
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triyas, Vaisyas, and iSddras, the social confusion 
during the long reign of Buddhism had left but one 
broad distinction: on the one side the pure caste of 
the Braliinan; on the other, the mixed and impure 
castes of the people. In many places the pure castes 
of the Kshatriyas and Vaisyas had becoirie extinct, 
and those who could not prove their Brahmanic 
descent were all classed together as /Sudras. At 
present we should look in vain for pure Kshatriyas 
and Vaisyas in India, and the families which still 
claim those titles would find it difficult to produce 
their pedigree. Nay, there are few who could even 
lay claim to the pure blood of the Nudra. Low as 
the <Sfidra stood in the system of Mann, he stood 
higher than most of the mixed castes, the Yarnasan- 
karas. The son of a Nildra by a Nftdra woman is 
purer than the son of a Mdra by a woman of the 
highest caste (Manu X. 30). Manu calls the A'an- 
d&la one of the lowest outcasts, because he is the 
son of a /Sfidra father and a Brahmanic mother. He 
evidently considered the mesalliance of a woman 
more degrading than that of a man. For the son 
of a Brahman father and a >Sildra mother may in 
the seventh generation raise his family to the highest 
caste (Manu X. 64), while the son of a /Slidra father 
and a Brahman mother belongs for ever to the 
Aandfilas. The abode of the Ahndalas must be out 
of the town, and no respectable man is to hold inter¬ 
course with them. By day they must walk about 
distinguished by badges, by night they are driven 
out of the city. 

Manu represents, indeed, all the castes of Hindu 
society, and their number is considerable, as the 
result of mixed marriages between the*four original 
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castes. According to him, the four pnmitire castes, 
by intermarrying in every possible wa)', gave rise to 
sixteen mixed castes, which by continuing their 
intermarriages produced the long list of the mixed 
castes. It is extremely doubtful, however, whether 
Manu meenit to say that at all times the offspring 
of a mixed marriage had to enter a lower caste. He 
could not possibly maintain that tlie son of a Brah¬ 
man father and a Taisya mother would always 
be a jdiysician or a Vaidya, this being the name 
given by Manu to the offspi’ing of these two castes. 
At present the offspring of a AShdra father and a 
Brahman mother would find no admission in any 
respectable caste. Their marriage Avould not be con¬ 
sidered marriage at all. The only rational explana¬ 
tion ofManu’s Avords seems to be that originally 
the caste of the Vaidyas or ph3'sicians sprang from 
the union of a Brahman father and a Taisya mother, 
though tliis, too, is of course nothing but a fanciful 
theory. If Ave look more carefully, we shall find 
that most of these mixed castes are in reality the 
proliissions, trades, and guilds of a half-civilised 
socitity. They did not Avait for mixed marriages 
before they came into existence. Professions, trades, 
and handicrafts had groAvn up Avithout any reference 
to caste in the ethnological or political sense of the 
word. Some of their names were derived from 
towns and countries where certain professions Avere 
held in particular estimation. SerA-ants who Avaited 
on ladies were called Taidchas, because they came 
from Tideha, the Athens of India, just as the French 
call the ‘porteur d’eau’ a ‘Savoyard.’ To maintain 
that every member of the caste of the Taidchas, in 
fact, every lady's maid, had to be begotten through 
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the marriage of a Vaisya and a Br&hmani, is simply 
absurd. In other cases the names of Manu’s castes 
■kvere derived from their occupations. The caste of 
musicians, for instance, were 6alled Venas, from vin&, 
the lyre. Now, it was evidently Maiiu’s object to 
bring these professional corporations in connection 
with the old system of the castes, assigning to each, 
according to its higher or lower position, a more or 
less pure descent from the original castes. The 
Vaidyas, for instance, or the physicians, evidently 
a respectable corjoration, w'cre represented as the 
offspring of a Brahman father and a Vaisya mother, 
w^hile the guild of the fishermen, or Nishadas, were 
put down as the descendants of a Brahman father 
and a iSfidra mother. Manu could hardly mean to 
say that eveiy son of a Vaisya father and Kshatriya 
mother was obliged to become a commercial traveller, 
or to enter the caste of the Magadhas. How could 
that caste have been supplied after the extinction 
in many places of the Kshatriya and \'ai«ya castes? 
But, having to assign to the Magadhas a certain 
social position, Manu recognised them as the descend¬ 
ants of the second and third castes, in the same 
manner a^ the Herald-office would settle the number 
of quarters of an earl or a baron. 

Thus, after the political caste had become nearly 
extinct in India, lesiving nothing behind but the 
broad distinction between the Brahmans and mixed 
castes, a new system of caste came in of a purely 
professional character, though artificially grafted on 
the rotten trunk of the ancient political castes. This 
is the system which is still in force in India, and 
which has exercised its influence on the state of 
Indian society for good and evil. During periods 
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of history when public opinion, is weak, and when 
the administration of justice is precarious, institutions 
analogous to these Indian castes must necessarily 
spring into existence. Men who have the same 
interests, the same occupations, the same principles, 
unite in self-defence, and arter acquiring power and 
influence they not only defend their rights, but claim 
important privileges. They naturally impose upon 
their members certain rules which are considered 
essential to the interest of their caste or company. 
These rules, sometimes of apparently the most trifling 
character, are observed by individual members with 
greater anxiety than even the laws of religion, 
because an -offence against the latter may be par¬ 
doned, whih^ a disregard of the former would lead 
to instant exclusion or loss of caste. Manv a Hindu 
carrier would admit that there was no harm in his 
fetching water for his master. But he belongs to a 
caste of carriers who have bound themselves not to 
fetch water, and it would be dishonourable if he, for 
his own ])ereonal convenience, were to break that 
rule. Besides it would interfere wdth the privileges 
of another caste, the water-caniers. There is an 
understanding in most parts of India that certain 
trades should be carried on by certain castes, and the 
people no doubt have the same means of punishing 
interlopers as the guilds had during the Middle Ages. 
The more lucrative the trade, the more jealously it 
was guarded, and there was evidently no trade in India 
so lucrative as that of the priests. The priests were 
therefore the strongest advocates of the system of 
caste, and after investing it with a sacred character 
in the e 3 'e 8 of the people, they expanded it into an 
immense spider’s web, which separated* class from 
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class, family from family, man from man, and which, 
while it rendered all united public action impossible, 
enabled the watchful priests to pounce upon all who 
dared to disturb the threads of their social tissue, 
and to wither them to death. But, although much 
harm was done by allowing the priests to gain too 
great an influence, much good also was achieved by 
the system of caste with regard to public morality. 
A man knew that he might lose caste for offences 
of which the law would take r.o cognizance. Im¬ 
morality and drunkenness might be punished by 
degradation or loss of caste. In fact, if caste, could 
be divested of that religious character wliich the 
priests for their own advantage succeeded in fasten¬ 
ing upon it, thereby giving an unnatiir.‘d permanence 
and sanctity to what ought to be, like all social 
institutions, capable of change and growth, it Avould 
probably be found that the system of caste was well 
adapted to that state of society and that form of 
government which has hitherto existed in India; 
and that if it were suddenly destroyed, more harm 
than good would follow from such a charme. 

The great objections against the system of castes 
as it exists at present, are, that it prevents people 
from dining m‘th whom they please, from marrying 
whom they please, and from following what profes¬ 
sion they please. The mere prohibition of dining 
together is no very serious inconvenience, particularly 
in Eastern countries ; and peoj)le belonging to dif¬ 
ferent castes, and abstaining from mutual hospitality, 
may entertain, nevertheless, the most friendly rela¬ 
tions. Dining together among Oriental nations 
has a different meaning from what it has with us. 
It is more'than our social feeding tdgether. It is 



CASTE. sai 

dining en famille. No one invites, and no one 
wishes to be invited. At all events there is some¬ 
thing mutual in caste. It is not that the rich may 
visit the poor, but that the poor must not visit the 
rich. It is not that the Brahman may invite the 
/Sfidra to dinner, but must not be invited in turn. 
No one in India is ashamed of his caste, and the 
lowest Bariah is as proud and as anxious to pre¬ 
serve his own caste as the highest Brahman. The 
Turas, a class of xSAdras, consider their houses defiled, 
and throw aAvay tlicir cooking utensils, if a Brahman 
visit them. Anotlicr class of /S’hdras throw away 
their cooking vessels if a brahman comes upon their 
boat. Invite one of the lowest orders of iS’hdras 
to a feast with a European of the highest rank, 
and he turns away his face Avith the most marked 
disgust. 

The prohibition of certain marriages, again, is less 
keenly felt in an Eastern country than it would be 
among ourselves. Nor is the prohibition of marriages 
the result of caste alone. People belonging to the 
same caste are prohibited from marrying on account 
of their ])edigree. Kulins, A-otriyas, and Yamsngats, 
though all of them Brahmans, will freely dine to¬ 
gether, though they have scruples about allowing 
their children to marry. The six divisions of the 
caste of the Tatis, or weavers, Avill neither visit nor 
intermarry with each other. These are social pre¬ 
judices which exist in half-civilised countries, and 
which even in Euro]ie are not quite extinct. Nay, 
it is doubtful whether an absolute prohibition of 
certain marriages is more cruel than a partial pro¬ 
hibition. It is certainly a curious fact, which 
psychologists have still to explain, that people veiy 
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seldom fall in love when marriage is abscJutely 
impossible. Now, there never has been, and there 
never will be, any state of society without the dis¬ 
tinctions of birth, position, education, and wealth; 
and, in order to keep up these distinctions, marriages, 
between high and Ioav, educated and uneducated, rich 
and poor people, must to a certain extent be dis¬ 
couraged and prohibited. In England, where woinen 
occupy so different a position in society from what they 
do in the East, where they are conscious of their own 
worth and of their own responsibility, exceptions will 
no doubt occur. A young lord may imagine that 
a poor governess is more beautiful, more charming, 
more ladylike, more likely to make him truly happy 
than any rich heiress that happens to be in the 
market; the daugliter of an earl may imagine that 
the young curate of the village is more manly, more 
oiltivated, more of a gentleman, than any of the 
young scions of the nobility ; yet such is the power 
of society, such is the hidden influence of caste, that 
these marriages are violently opposed by fathers and 
mothers, by uncles and aunts. In countries where 
such marriages are altogether impossible, much shed¬ 
ding of tears and breaking of hearts are avoided, 
and the hardship in reality is not greater than what 
every commoner in England endures in abstaining 
from falling in love with the most charmihg of the 
princesses of the Eoyal Family. 

As to the choice of a profession being circum¬ 
scribed by caste, it may seem to be a great grievance. 
We read but lately in a very able article on caste in 
the ‘ Calcutta Review’: 

‘ t'he systems -by which a person’s studies and pro¬ 
fession are made dependent on his bk-th can never 
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be sufficiently execrated. 'The hitman mind is free, 
it will not submit to restraints; it will not succumb 
to the regulations of freakish legislators. The Brah¬ 
man or the Kshatriya may have a son whose mind 
*6 ill-adapted to his hereditary profession; the Vaisya 
may have a^-son with a natural dislike for a counting- 
house, and the /Siidra may have talents superior to 
his birth. If they be forced, ttf adhere to their heref^ 
'jditary professions their minds must deteriorate.’ 

Now, this is language applicable to England in 
the nineteenth century, but hardly to India. Where 
there is a well-organised system of public education, 
a boy may choose what profession he likes. But where 
this is not the case, the father most likely will^ be 
the best teacher of his son. Even in England the 
public service has but very lately been thrown oj>en to 
all classes, and we heard it stated by one of the most 
eminent men that the Indian Civil Service woxild no 
longer be fit for the sons of gentlemen. Why ? 
Because one of the elected candidates was the son 
of a missionary. The system of caste, no doubt, has 
its disa<lv.antages, but many of them are inherent in 
human society and are felt in England as well as ip 
India. 

There may seem to be an essential distinction 
between caste in India and caste in Europe, the 
one being invested with a sacred character and 
supposed to be unch.angeable, the other being based 
merely on traditional prejudices and amenable to 
the pressure of public opinion. But that sacred 
character of caste is a mere imposition of the priests, 
and could be removed without removing at the 
same time those necessary social distinctions which 
are embodied'in India in the system of caste. In 
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a country governed, if not politically, at leasf intel¬ 
lectually, by priests, the constant appeal to divine 
right, divine grace, divine institutions, loses much 
of its real meaning. Though the Brahmans may 
appeal to the Laws of Manu, those Laws of Manu, 
like the Canon Law of the Church of Rome, are not 
unchangeable. The Brahmans themselves violate 
these laws daily. They accept gifts from <Sftdras, 
though Manu declares that a Brahman shall not 
Accept gifts from a <Sudra. They will bow before a 
rich banker, however low his caste, and they will 
sit on the same carpet and at the feet of a (Shdra, 
though Manu declares (VIII. 281), ‘A man of the 
low.est class anxious to place himself on the same 
Seat with one of the highest, is to be banished with 
a mark branded on his back,’ &c. In fact, however 
unchangeable the laAvs of caste may seem in the eyes 
of the Brahmans, they have only to open their eyes, 
to read their ancient works, and to look at the 
society around them, in order to convince themselves 
that caste is not ])roof against the changes of time. 
The president of the DharmasabhA at Calcutta is 
a /Shdra, while the secretary^ is a Brahman. Three- 
fourths of the Brahmans in Bengal are the servants 
of others. Many traffic in spirituous liquors, some 
procure l)eef for the butchers, and wear shoes made 
of cow leather. Some of the Brahmans themselves 
are honest enough to admit that the Laws of Manu 
were intended for a different age, for the mythical 
Satyayuga, while the LaAvs of the Kaliyuga were 
written by Parfisara. In places like Calcutta and 
Bombay the contact with English society exercises 
a consttint attrition on the system of castes, and 
produces silently and imperceptibly a* greater effect 
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than can ever be produced by violent declatnatiou 
against the iniquity of caste. As soon as the female 
population of India can be raised from their present 
degradation; as soon as a better education and a 
purer religion will have inspired the women of India 
with feelings of moral responsibility and self-respect; 
as soon as they have leaimed—what Cliristianity 
alone can teach—that in the true love of a woman 
there is something far above the law of caste or 
the curses of priests, their influence will be the most 
powerful, on the one side, to break through the 
artificial foims of caste, and, on the other, to main¬ 
tain in India, as elsewhere, the true caste of I'ank, 
manners, intellect, and character. 

With many of the present missionaries, the aboli¬ 
tion of caste has become a .fixed idea. Some of the 
early Roman Catholic missionaries, no doubt, went 
too far in their toleration of caste, but some of the 
most efficient Protestant missionaries, men of the 
school of Schwarz, have never joined in the indis¬ 
criminate condemnation of caste, and have allowed 
their Christian converts to keep up, under the name 
of caste, those social distinctions which in European 
countries are maintained by public opinion, by the 
good feeling and the self-respect of the lower classes, 
and, where necessary, by the power of the law. As 
regards the ju’ivate life of the natives, their match¬ 
making, their hosjntality, their etiquette, and their 
rules of precedence, it would be unwise- for mis¬ 
sionaries as well as for the government to attempt 
any sudden interference. What would peoffie say in 
England if Parliament, after admitting the Jew's, 
were to insist on Mr. New'degate slinking hands with 
Baron Rothschild, or asking the Jew'ish members 

jL.Ai 
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to his dinner parties ? How would the fashionable 
occupaiits of our church pews in their crisp muslin 
dresses like it if the bishops were to require that 
they should sit side by side with men in oily fustian 
jackets ? How would our bankers and Quakers bear 
any interference with their system of marrying, if 
possible, within their own families ? 

There are, however, certoin points where the 
Government will have to interfere with caste, and 
where it may do so without violating any jdedge 
and without rousing any serious opposition. If any 
of its Indian subjects are treated with indignity on 
account of tlieir caste, the law will have to give them 
protection. In former times a Pariah was obliged to 
cany a bell—the veiy name of Pariah is derived 
from that bell—in order to give warning to the 
Brahmans who might bo polluted by the shadow of 
an outcast. In Malabar, a Nayadi defiks a Brahman 
at a distance of seventy-four paces; and a Nayer, 
though himself a »Shdra, would shoot one of these 
degraded races if they approached too near. Here 
the duty of the Government is clear. 

Secondly, no attention should be paid to caste in 
any contract, which the Government makes with the 
natives. Where natives are to be eraploj^ed, whether 
in the civil or military service, no concession should 
be made to the punctilio of caste. Soldiers must 
not only fight together, but they must live and 
mess together. Those who have any conscientious 
objections, must stay away. 

Thirdly, caste roust be ignored in all public insti¬ 
tutions, such as schools, hospitals, and prisons. Rail¬ 
way companies cannot provide separate carriages for 
each of the fifty castes that may wish* to travel by 
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themselves, nor can Government provide separate 
forms, or wards, or cells for Brahmans and AShdras. 
Firmness on the part of the Government is all that is 
required. At Madras a few Pariah boys were admitted 
at tlie 1 ligh-school. The other boys rebelled, and forty 
left the school. After a time, however, twenty re¬ 
turned, and the spell was broken. 

The missionaries are not obliged to act with the 
same rigour. Their relation to the natives, and 
particularly to their converts, is a jn'ivate relation, 
and much of their success will depend on their clis- 
ci-etion in dealing with native prejudices. A Hindu 
who embraces Christianitv loses caste, and is cut off 
from all his friends. But if he was brought up as 
a gentleman, it is not fair that, as a Christian, he 
should be forced to mix with other converts, his 
inferiors in birth, education, and manners. Much 
offence has been given by the missionaries by main¬ 
taining that no one can be a true convert who refuses 
to cat and drink with his fellow converts. ‘ The 
kingdom of God is not meat and drink.’ The social 
position of the converts in India will be for a long 
time a stumbling-block. Native converts are not 
admitted to Fjvglish caste, and it is the dread of this 
isolated position which acts most powerfully against 
conversion. The Mohammedans admit Hindu converts 
into their own society, and treat every Mussulman 
on teims of equality. Christian society in India is 
hiurdly able to do this, and it is a question whether 
even the purest i-eligion will be able to overcome 
that deep-rooted feeling of caste which divided the 
Arya from the Dasyu, and which still divides the 
white European from tlie dark Asiatic. Measures 
must be adojited to give to the Hindus who accept 
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Christiaiiity something in place of the caste which 
they lose. In a certain sense no man ought to be 
without caste, without friends who take care of him, 
■without companions who watch him, without asso¬ 
ciates whose good opinion he Values, without com¬ 
panions with whom he can work for a common cause. 
The healthy life of a political body can only be 
supported by means of associations, circles, leagues, 
guilds, clans, clubs, or parties; and in a country 
where caste takes the place of all this, the abolition 
of caste would be tantamount to a complete social 
disorganisation. Those who know the Hindus best 
arc the least anxious to see them without caste. 
Colonel Sleeman remarks: 

‘ What chiefly prevents the spread of Christianity 
is the dread of exclusion from caste and all its privi¬ 
leges, and the utter hopelessness of their ever find¬ 
ing any respectable circle of society of the adopted 
religion, which converts, or would-be converts, to 
Christianity now everj^where feel. Form such circles 
for them; make the members of these circles excel 
in the. exertion of honest and independent industry. 
Let those who rise to eminence in them feel that 
they are considered as respectable and important 
in the social system as the servants of Government, 
and converts will flock around yoti from all parts and 
from all classes of the Hindu community. I have, 
since I have been in India, had, I may say, at least 
a score of Hindu grass-cutters turn Mussulmans, 
merely because the grooms and the other grass- 
cutters of my establishment happened to be of that 
religion, and they could neither eat, drink, nor smoke 
•witl^ them. Thousands of Hindus, all over India, 
become every year Mussulmans from .the same mo- 
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tive, and we do not get the same number of converts 
to Christianity, merely because we cannot otfer them 
the same advantages. I am persuaded that a dozen 
such establishments as that of Mr. Thomas Ashton, 
of Ilj'de, as described by a physician of Manchester, 
and noticed in Mr. Baines’s admirable work on the 
cotton manufactures of Great Britain (page 447), 
Avould do more in the way of conversion among the 
])eoplo of India than has ever yet been done by all 
the religious establishments, or ever Avill be done by 
them, without some such aid.’ 

Caste, which has hitherto proved an impedi¬ 
ment to the conversion of the Ilindiis, may in future 
become one of the most poAverful engines for the 
conversion not merely of individuals, but of whole 
chisses of Indian society. Caste cannot be abolished 
in India, and to attemj)t it would be one of the 
most hazardous operations that was ever performed 
on a liAung political body. As a religious institution 
caste will die; as a social institution it will live and 
improA’C. Let the ^Sudras, or, as they are called in 
Tamil, the Petta Pittei, the children of the house, 
groAv into free labourers, the Vaisyas into wealthy 
merchants, the Kshatriyas into powerful barons, 
and let the Brahmans aspire to the position of 
that intellectual ai’istocracy which is the only true 
aristocracy in truly civilised countries, and the four 
castes of the Veda Avill not be out of date in the 
nineteenth century, nor out of place in a Christian 
country. But all this must be the work of time. 

‘ The teeth,’ as a native Avriter says, ‘ fall off them- 
selv^es in old age, but it is painful to extract them 
in youth.’ 

April, 185& 
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263, 264 • 
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Aryan, folklore of the — nations, it 

200 

— kingwhip, and kingly ^orernmcnt 
ameng tho — nations, ii. 260, 261 

— mythology, ii. 86, 91, 96,143, 144, 
262 

— numeralfl, ii. t*)!, 52 

— sepamtion (dispersion) of the — 
tribes, ii. 155, 185, 229, 234, 265 

— the Veda, the ihcogony of the — 
races, ii. 78 

— wonls, ii. 53, 55, 134 
as, t-o l«‘. i. 159 ; ii, 20 
asail, ii. 44 

asnnkumAryam, ii. 3 78 
Asbjiirnsen, Mr,, ii. 222 
aseeiulo, i. 85 n. 1 
Aselepias Aeidu, li. 207 
Ascoli, Frsiraiiu’uti Linguistiei by, ii. 
154 n. 2 

Ash, Ash-tree, ii. 198, 206, 207, 
209 

— healing rirtne of the ash. ii. 2(*0 

— Yggdnisil, ii. 207 

AAlia vahista, the iMjst pnrity, i, 127 
A.sh dAhak, i. 99 
Ashinai, worshippers of, i. 346 
A-slitarotli. worshipfors of, i. 346 
ashman, ii. 53 
asi. sword, ii. 48 

Asia, Central, i. 192, 214 n. 8, 23C, 
248. 271 

— barbarians of C. A., i. 248 

— civilUat ion among the tribes of C. 

A., i. 271 i 

— inlelh-etnal intorcoorsc between ; 

tile Indian peninsula and the nor- j 
them continent of, i. 259 I 

— languages of, i. 22 j 

— Migration of tahiS from — to the I 
North of Kunipe, ii. 226 

— Miimr, ii. 18 

Asiatiti Bfc’scarche.s, i. 193, 283 n. 1, ! 
285 n. 4 ; ii. 34 n. 17 \ 

— Society of Bengal, i. 191, 300; ii. 
299 n. 2 

- Calcutta, i. 200; ii. 299. 310 

-Ixm.lon, i. 191, 201,281 ; ii.3r> | 

n, 17.294 n. 3, 299 ! 

-Paris, i. 191, 201, 281 ; ii. 173 | 

n. 5, 292 
asila-s, ii. 44 
asilii. ii. 44 
asinus, ii. 44 
usmad. ii. 29 
asmi, ii. 19, 63 

Asniodens (Kshem-dev), i. 148 
Asoka, Pr. xxiv. i. 197, 224, 225, 
257, 298, 299, 302, 303 1 


ATTP 

Afoka, the Constantine of India, Pr. 
XXIV. i. 14 

— the Buddhist Constantino, i. 224 

— Eflicts of A. preserved on the rocks 
of Bhauli, Giruar and Kapurdigiri, 

i. 257, 298 

— Sanskrit of the time of, i. 302 
UA^pa, ii, 44 

aMn. ii. 93 

Assyrian, i. 5, 102, 144 , 

— dynasties, i. 5 

— invasion into Pensia, i. 102 
A.?tagiri mountain, i. 291 
Asterodia, name of Selene, ii. 81 
aaT€p6uSt ii- 68 

Aary, ii. 42 

A-stvapes (corruption of Azhi dahAka), 

ii. 370, 172, 173, 174 
asu. breath, i. 159 ; ii. 63 
A.vn (asva), ii. 44 
asurya, ii. 181 

a.vva, ii. 44, 102 n. 49 (Yffiros) 

4;’'Va..tlie mare, name for Pawn, ii. 134 

AAfviilAyana. i. 14, 109 n. 2 

A,vvattlia, ii. 206, 207, 208, 210 

Asvins, tlie two, ii. 95 

asyu, ii. 44 

Hszua, fern., ii. 44 

Ate,.ii. 73 

ulhuir, ii. 22 

Atbarva-veda, i. 8, 9, 15, 41, 47, 71 
n. 3, 73, ii. 138 n. 61, 208, 320; the 
Ath. intended for the Brahman, iir 
overseer of the sjw.rific.e, i. 9 

— Hymn taken from the Ath., i. 41 

— Mystical fortnnhiK of tlic, ii. 208 
-- .\tli. of later origin, ii. 320 
Athene, ii. 96 u. 46, 147 

— mytliL* of, ii. 96 n. 46 

ii. 184 

Athemiduros, ii. 73 n. 32 
Athens, i. 3, 272, 350, ii. 3, 317 
“ Pantheon of, i. 3 
Athwya, i. 99, 179 
Atilhigva, i. 33 
Ativiu/a, priest of, ii. 332 
At.li, ‘ii. 113, 114 
Atman (self), i. 70, 71, ii. 322 

Atmanas tu»h/i» (roan’s own judg¬ 
ment), la.st .source of law, ii. 322 
Atropatenc, i. 149 
Atropos, ii. 157 

Attakai'iiAs, commontaries bnnight by 
Mahinda to Ocyhro, i. 198 
Attica, ii. 91 
At.tila, ii. 114. 116 
Aubin, i. 325. 326 
AiKiassin, ii. 278 
Aufrecht, ii. 29 n. 13, 191 n. 15 
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AUH 

Aulisan, u. 44 
ii. 142 n. 64 

Aiiramazda, Auramazdis, i. 130, 162 
aHfiiov^ li. 142 n. 64 
Atir/mvAblia, ii. 17i^ 

Aurora(l/sh&K&), i. 79.ii. 48, 133, 136 
u. 58, 142 n. 64. 231 
miruin, ii. 48,142 n. 64 
Aurva, liiHt of tJie Bbngus, ii. 339 
Alls (prt*s(mtb i. 368 
Aus-alla. i. 358 
aiisliH, ii. 141 

Australia, i. 42 n. 20. ii. 31, 265, 287 

— The Aborigines of A. (Oldfield), i. j 
42 n. 20 

— Mourning in A., ii. 287 
Austrasia, ii. 114 

Austmsian, the Nibehingn derived bj' 
some from the A. history, ii. 1J5 
a{n6xBoveSf ii. 71 
Auxiliary verbs, ii. 18, 19, 63 
AvaditTui (parables), i. 296 
avasth5, i. 123 

AvosU. i. 81-103, 123, 124,125,143- 
160, 176 

— (avastliA), sacred text, i. 123, 125 

•— /eud, proper title of Z.-A. i. 123, 
124 

— The Zend-Avesta, i. 81-103 

— {jencsis and the Zend-Avesta, i. 
143-60 

— A. und die Genesis by Spiegel, i. 
146 

Avi, ii. 44 

Avid\5 (ignorance), i. 252 

avi str, ii. 44 

avoir, ii. 63 

avunculus, ii, 33 

avus, ii. 33 

axe, ii. 48 

avas, ii. 47 

4 yu, i. .^3 

Anis, n. 128 
Azdehak, ii. 173 

Azhi dulAka. i. 99, 101, 102, 165, ii. 
172, 173, 174 

— Zohak identified l)y Burnouf vith 
—, i. 99 

— A.styagas corruption of A., ii. 172 
Aztec, i. 314, 339 


B aal (Bel), Lord, i. 346^ 364, 365, 
370, 377, 379 
servants of B., i. 377 
— worshippers of, i. 346 
Baal-peor, worshippers of, i. 346 
Baal-zebub, worshippers of, i. 346 
Babel, Tower of, i. 338 


BBI 

I balbutire, ii. 177 

j Babylon, Pr. xii. i. 5, 22, 116, 145, 
271,379 

— languages and ideas of B., i^l45 

— cuneiform inscriptions of, i. 379 
Babylonia, i. 92, 93, ii, 4 

— Semitic influence of B., i. 92 

— literature of B., ii. 4 
Bacchus, i. 377 
Bacon, works of, ii. 4 
Bactria, i. 270, 272, 275 
Bactrian fireworship, i. 271 
Bactro-Pnli inscriptions, ii. 298 
baddha (conditioned), i. 230 
Baghdad, i. 95, 96 ; ii. 290, 291-96 
— Amhs of B., ii. 296 

— Indian embassy at B., ii. 294 
Ba)5ka, O&rgya, the sou of B., ii. 342 
Balder, Ihddr, i. 244, ii. 110, 111, 
195 

— death of B., i. 244 
Balkh, i. 150. 152, 272 
Ballantyne, Dr., i. 106, 228 n. 13 
Banier, Abl)^. i. 151 

Baptist missionaries at Seramporc, i. 
306 

Baptiste, T., i. 321 
ImltA, ox nihilo ci^eavit, i. 135 
barbani, ii. 177, 178 
barharata, ii. 178 

Barbarian, Pr. xxix.; i. 184, ii. 5, 46, 
324 

$dp$apo5, ii. 177. 178 

$ap$ap6penvot. Kupts, ii. 178 
Barbai'ossa, Emperor, ii. 174 
l»arbarottha (Samlal-wood). ii. 177 
Barham, Francis, i. 280, 286 
3«wi\tu€t, ^Kias —, ii. 77 

Ikisilius, Pr. XX. 

Basques, Couvndc among the, ii. 278 

Bastian,*Dr., ii. 267 

Basuto legend, ii. 215 

$ddos, ii. 49 n. 24 

Bauddha (Buddha), i. 224, 285 

Bear, ii. 41, 235 

— the Bear and tlie Gardener, ii. 
235 

B/*arn, Convade in, ii. 278 
Beasts, difierent names of the wild, ii. 
43, 44 

Becker, die inschriflliclten Ueberresto 
dor Kcltisehen Sprache, i. 23 n. 7 
Beel-samin (Loid of Hwivcn), i. 364 
Behar or Magadha, i. 215 
Bt»hring‘s .Straits, ii. 276 
beliter, ii. 248 

Being, Absolute, i. 229, 230, 232. 2.51 
— Divine, i. 25(», 283, 335 
— Immaterial supernatural, i. 355 
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BlI 

Bt'itrape zur vergleiclxenden Sprach- 
forschung, i. 23 n. 7 
Bel (Baal), imago of, Pr. xiii.; wor- 
ahippera of, i. 346 
Belial, 80 U of, ii. 155 
l>clieve, to, ii. 262 
Boiilo et Ilimiie, ii. 230 
Belleroplion, ii. 175-191 
Bellerophoutos, ii. 175, 188 
Bclloros, ii. 176, 182, 184 
Belly, difipute between the — and the 
other inriiibers of tho body, ii. 236 
Bolus, i. 94 

Beimros, Pr. xvii. xzvi.; i. 106, 119, 
216, 228, 263 

— Principal seat of learning in India, 

■.216 I 

— Sanskrit College of —, i. 106, 228 | 
Benbeeula, ii. 244, 246 

Bcnfoy. i. 100. ii. 191 n, 16, 247 

— Orient and Occident, edited bv, 
ii. 191 n. 16 

— researches of. ii. 247 

Bengal, Annals of Kura! B., Pr. xviii. 
n. 3 

— Asiatic Society of B., i. 191, 300 

— Journal of the A. S., ii..292 u. 2, | 

299 i 

— tliree-fourthfi of the Brahmans in ! 
B. are the servants of others, ii. 354 

Bengali, i. 119, ii. 226, 326 
•— B. is a Sanskrit dialect, ii. 326 
$4v$os, h. 49 n. 20 
Beowulf, ii. 192 

Bcrgliaus. Physical Atlas of, i. 161,, 
216 n. 9 

Bern (Veronak Dietrich von, ii. 114 

Bercjsus, i. .327 

Bethel, i. 369 

Betshuana. ii. 86 

liottor, ii. 248 

bh4-, with vi-, ii. 102 

bhadrfl.8, ii. 134 

Bhagava<igil4. ii. 342 

Bhagavat, i. 207, 208. 290 

Bh4guvata-Pur4»n, ii. 138 n. 60 

BhUgirathi, ii. 311 

Bhao Daji, Dr., ji. 294 n. 3, 299 

— on the iige of Aryabha/^/a,ii. 294 n. 3 
Bharadvi^a, ii. 131 

Biiuratas, the ^»eople of the — pre¬ 
served by tbe prayer of Vwvimitra, 

ii. 332 I 

— Kusikas or, ii. 340 
Bhavn, ii. 75 

Bheka(frog),Bhcki (sun), story of, ii. 
251 

bliikshn (mendicant), i. 212 

Bhikfihuka, i. 208 


BOP 

bhrAtarl ii. 22, 25, 32 
Bhrigu, ii. 205, 334, 838, 839 

— tnbe of the Bhrigus, 205 

— VisvAmitra admitted into the Brah- 
maiiic family of the, ii. 334 

— the, slain by the Kshatriyas, ii. 

. 338, 339 

bhii, to bo, ii. 03 

Bible, authority of the, ii. 313 

— the Church of Home argued against 
the, ii. 320 

— the .Gothic Bible (of Ulfilas), ii. 
192,255 

— translation of the B. into the Mas¬ 
sachusetts language, i. 321 

Bibli4iLlu>ca ludica, i. 109 n. 2, 228 
n. 13. 259 n. 16 

Bickmore, A. S. (The Ainosor Hairy 
Men), ii. 284 

Bilpay, Le livre des luroi^res . . . 
compose par lo sage Biipay ludien, 
ii. 231 

BimbisAra, king of Magadha, i. 216 
Bint. i. 190. 261 
Biscay, (-ouvade in, ii. 278 
Bitol, i. 334 
Bitto, epigram on, ii. 11 
Jlkah-hgyur (Kanjur), i. 193 
Black couvado formerly there, ii. 
279 

Bioda, ii. 114 

Bleek, Dr.. ii.213. 215, 272 

— Reynard tlie Fox in South Africa, 
among the Hottentots, discovered by, 
ii. 215 

Bhidelin, ii. 114 
bo. ii. 44 

Boar, heavenly ®Vi«h«u. ii. 316 
Bodhisattva.i. 207, 208, 277, 287,288 
Bodhisattva dlulra^ii, i. 208 
Boeckh, ii. 296 

Boethius, ii. 290-93. 296, 297 

— Continuator of, 291, 297 

— Apices given in, 293 

— nine figures ascriljcd by Boethius 
tt) the Pythugoroans. 290 

— the figiutjs in tlu' MSS. of — coin¬ 
cide with the ejirliest Gobarflgures, 
292 

— geometry of, 290 
Bohemian, ii. 31, 40, 44, 46 

— old, ii. 31 
Bohlen, roa, i. 143, n. 1 
Bollen-^en, ii. 117 n. 55 
Bombay, Par8i.s of, i. 90 
1 k>uu 8, ii. 70 

Boots, ii. 217. 223, 225 
Bopp, i. 82, 98, 120; ii. 20, 40, 42, 
60 n. 26, 89, 93, 152, 179 
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B'jpp, comparative grammar, i. 82, 98, 
ii. 20 

— Q-lossarium, ii. 50 n. 25 
Boreas, ii. 1, 2, 162, 163 
Borneo, Bayaks of. ii. 280 
iK)s, bOres, ii. 27. 

Botta, trader at, i. 317 

Botarini, collector of American MSS. 

and antiquities, i. 325, 326 
Bottddha et sa Iteligion (Par T. Bar- 
tholcmy Saint-Hilaire), i. 182, n. 1 
^ovkok4w^ ii. 27, 28 ^ 

Bourien, Father, ii, 285 
Bournemouth, cliffij of, ii. 162 
0OVS, $Ses, ii. 27, 44 
$ovcrra9fAO*t ii. 29 
Bouvet, Pn xri. 

Bowring, Sir .Tohn, i. 263 
Brahma Brahm&, Pr. xviii.; i. 209, 
247,263, 298, 303; ii, 332, 335 ; see 
Brahman, n. 

Brahnia-driBh, hater of Brahmans, ii. 
332 

Brahmagupta, Siddhanta of, ii. 294 
BrahmahoiKi, Visvamitra’s super¬ 
human struggles for, ii. 339 
brahmaAnrya. i. 209 
Brahman, n., force, prayer; n. m. goil. 
70. 71, 72, 209, 230, 231, 232, 247, 
256, 263, 298,303, 364,365; ii. 305, 
306, 312. 332, 335, 336. 337 

— n., force, prayer, i. 70, 71. ii. 335 

— (n.)m., god, i. 70 , 71. 72, etc. 

— Bnihmau the first God, the Brah¬ 
mans the first cast.e, ii. 337 

— the Briihmaaa is liis mouth, the 
BAz/anya his arms, the Vai.fya his 
thighs, and the 6fitlra his feet, ii. 
312 

• created first the warlike gods, then 
the cor|x>rationK of gods, and at last 
the earth, ii. 336 

— the Veda revealed by, ii. 305 
Brahman, priest, overseer, Pr. vii. 

xii. xviii. xxi. xxv. xxvi. xxxiii.; 
i. 1, 2, 8, 9, 13, 14, 23, 24, 72, 76, 
104-6, 108-10, 113, 116, 118, 124, 
129,154,156,158-60.180,182, 186, 
214, 215. 220, 221,224-26, 229-32, 
234, 245, 247, 250, 283, 284 n. 3, 
286, 300, 303, 313, 386; ii. 14, 34, 
86, 37, 38, 53, 318, 122, 152, 206, 
208, 232, 233, 234, 289, 305-13, 
335, 319-22, 827, 328, 332,334-48, 
351. 358-57, 359 

— how t he lower castes wore treated 
by tlie —, ii. 328 

— the colour of the—, according to 
MahA-Bh&rata white, ii. 327 


BBA 

Brahman, in South India the — are as 
black as Pariahs, ii. 327 

r— contruversi^ of the — with the 
Moh^mmiHiaus, ii. 309 

— correspondence between an ortho¬ 
dox — and the editor of a native 
newspaper at Madras, ii. 315 

— the — in the Indian Drama, ii. 118 

— fables of the, i. 336 

— inventors of the figures, ii. 289 

— gifts from a SMra not to be ac¬ 
cepted by a —, ii. 354 

— the — are human gods.ii. 337, 345 

— Sacred Hymns of die —, Pr. vii.; i. 
230 

— admission of the Kshatriyas to the 
caste of the —, ii, 334,339,341,342, 
343 

— Kings must cede the way to the—, 
ii. 340 

— supporting the laws of Manu, ii. 
321, 322 

— mamage.s between — and ^Sudrus 
disapprowd of, ii. 32j(, 325 

— marriages between Aryas and 5u- 
dras prohibilwl, Ii. 343 

— a Nayadi in Mahilmr defiles 
Brahman at a distance of seventy- 
four paces, ii. 356 

— Parasurama, the great boro of the 
—, ii. 338 

— the physiognomy of the — nobler 
than that of the lower casUjs, ii. 
327 

— stoiy of the — and the three 
\hieves, ii. 232, 2.33, 234 

—VedAnta philosopliy<»f the—, ii. 281 

— Vi«vAmitra, tlwmgh of royal ex¬ 
traction, be(*ame n —, ii. 339, 341 

— tht* four Yugiis of tiie —, ii. 154 

BrAimia«a, for Brahman, priest, i, 

208, 209 : ii. 312 

BrAhnmwa, theological Irorfa, i. 10, 
12-15, 37, 18, 71, 72, 74, 75, 76. 
84, 105-117,224.246; ii. 104. 106, 
107, 130, 320, 321, 329, 334, 335, 
337, 342 

— acs'Ording to the Brahmans also of 
divine origin, ii. 321 

- t.hc Inter Br. support the priestly 
pretensions of the llrahmans, ii. 321 

— period, !. 114; ii. 337; Aitareya 
—, i. 105-117; iSatapatha —ii. 
334, 337, 342 

Brahmanic ancestors of the Zorous- 
trians, i. 375 

— Diwipline, ii. 336 

— Keaction agnmrt Buddhism, ii. 346 

— Sacrifices abolished, Ii. 345 
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BHA 

DnihTnanism, Pr. xv. xxi.; i, 14, 23, 
48. i}\, 101, yOl. 224, 220, 238, 
201 . 2oo ; n-eKtahlisJimont ot" —, 

i. 220 

Prahnianist, number of, i. 161, 216 
n. 9 

Bralnna-vaivarta, sentonce from the, 

ii. 340 

llrahmyaK. followers of BmbmA, i.209 
Brasscur de Bourbourj;, editor of the 
• Popol Vuh,’ i, 314 n. 1, 327-30, 
333 

br:tt\ ii. 22 
brat-ir, ii. 22 
Imithair, ii. 22 

lln'-al, i. 86 n. 2, 148, 155 ; ii. 171 n. 2 
broeh. ii. 44 
Brolon, ii. 30 n. 14, 31 
Bribij. admitted into ibo Bralmianic 
e<m\munlty, ii. 131 
Br dge over the hell, ii. 269 
Brihad'iira/n'aka, i. 70 n. I and 2 
Bnlnebaraj/yaka-njianishad. An-onnt 
of thi> ereation in the —, ii. 336 
Brihnd<levafA, ii. 38 
beihaddivA. ii. JOI 
l»rllian-Nara<l!ya-PurA«a, ii. 35 n. 17 
Briluispali, ii. 35 n. 17, 138 
Brihat-kallja. ii. 117 
Brinloi). ii. 116 n. 54 
Briti.-li tiuiana, ii. 27-1 
Bi*oekliatJs. Prof. i. 122 

dll' tbundersj, i. 358, 359 
brothiT. ii. 22 
brother-in-law, ii. 31, 54 
Browne, IIov. K. O. S., i. 134, 135 
Bnuu'hanit, Brunbilt. Brvnhild, ii. 

111-115, 192. 190. 264 
bfutli-faths ( brideg:r*>om ). ii. 39 
briit-lonrti (bri<ie ra<ino), ii. 265.266 
Brvnhild (see Bruiieliiinlt. Brunliilt), 
self-nmnoljition i>f —, ii. 264 
Bstan-ijjiynr (Tanjnr), i. 193 
Buddha. Pr. xxiv. xxvii. 

— did not wish to abolish caste a.s a 
soeial institution, ii. 343 

— but all who believe in —- o«‘nse to 
be Brahmans, Ksliatriyns, VaiAfyas, 
and -.^utlras, ii. 344 

— ten conmiandments of, i. 248 

— death of. i. 206. 217 

— devonnxl by ti|<j:ej‘s, i, 250 

— discourses or Nutrjis <h’ i. 106 

— doclriues of, i. 190. 259, 293, 298; 
ii. 314; coinmoucement of the ■ 

i. 293 

tlust of, i. 276 

— (be enlightened, i^ 210, 215, 218, 
219, 232, 247, 298 
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BUB 

Buddha became a heretic by denying 
tho authority of tlio \"eda, ii. 306 

— the heresy nf — exterminuled on 
tlie soil of India, ii. 345 

— life of (see Labita Vistara), i. 209 
se<iq., 259 

— I’rutyeka (Supreme) —, i. 207, 
289 

— Belies of, ii. 345 

— shadow of, i. 273, 274 

— statues of, i. 276, 293 

— “ SAtrns (dlscourscK) of, i. 196 
Buddlmghosha. ii. 197, 198, 199 
Buddhism in Ooylon, China, Kashmir, 

Tibet, i. 258 

— Ceylon chief seat of —, i. 275 

— in Kussia and Sweden, i. 237 

— canonical book.s of, i. 378 

— ('him'so writers on. i. 297 

— losing ground rapidly in India at 
tlio time of Hiouen-thsang, ii. 345 

— of the Shamans, Pr. xxv. 

— Slatti religion of China, i. 258 
Buddhist bcfoks written in a tolerably 

correct Sanskrit, i. 298 

— ca.nonic.'il books of tho —, i. 3, 24, 
186. 187, 281, 289 

— of Burmah, i. 234 

— canon, Pr. xxiv.; i. 190, 192, 194, 
195, 206, 216. 234, 284 

— Til*ctan translation of the — Ca¬ 
non, i. 192 

— Chinese—, i. 184, 263. 302 

.- Chinese tmiislalionsof tho — lite¬ 
rature of India, i. 292 

— council (hrsi and third), Pr. xxiv.; 
i. 257. 284, 293 

— emigrated to Ceylon, Nopal, Tibet, 
and China, ii. 345 

— etlne-j ami nititaiihysics, i. 205, 255 
n. 10 

— Female devotee, i. 217 

— in Jmlia at present no —, ii. 345 

— legends and thcinies of tlu‘ —- 
(Ifanly), i. 195 n. 5 

— literature, i. 191. 194, 200, 205. 
225, 263. 265. 275 

-in ('liina, i, 296 

— Magadha, holy comitrv of tlie —, i. 
275 

— luetaphvsics (Abhidharma), i. 205, 
227, 28(» 

— JVIinstrel, i. 302 

— Alissionario*', i. 196. 258, 293 

— Alonaslery, i. 267, 283 

— Northern, i. 289 

— number of the —, i. 161. 216 i 
enormous numbers used by the • 

298 
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Buddhist., philosophical scliools among | 
the, in India, i. 282 

— pilgrims, i. 13, 214 n. 8, 236-279, 
280, 282, 292, 296, 297, 304 

— similarities In'tween the Ilomnn j 
Catholic and tJi<—ccrc7noniai,i. 191 

— Sontliern —, i. 289 

— tenets discussed in lildcssa, i. 92 
Biihler, G-., i. 23 n. 8 
Bundchesh, i. 93, 156, 157 
Bunsen, llaron. Vr. r. vii, viii.; i. 7, 

125; ii. 73 n, 33, 152, 181 n. 8, 
203 

— work, * Gott in dor Geschichtc,’ i. 
125 

Burgundy (kings of), ii. 114, 116 
Burial, the — in India, ly liolh, ii. 
36 n. 18 

— Jacob Grimm’.s Pnpor on the dif- i 
ferent forms of, ii. 264 

Buriates. ii, 193 

Burma!), i. 190, 196, 197, 234, 238 

— Buildhists of, i. 234 
Burmese, i. 196. 202 

— MSS. witten in — characters, i. 
196 

Burning of whhnvR, ii. 34-39,264,313, 
315 

— in the Veda no law to countenanco \ 

the rite of, ii. 313 j 

Bumonf, Kugeno, Pr. xxv, n. 6, i. 6, ! 
82,84, 86,91,98.99,101.10.3,120, | 
122. 130, 1.32. 138, H6. 158. 163, i 
186, 188, 189,191,195.200-2.205, • 
206. 222. 218 n. 6. 253 n. 8. 251 ii. i 
9. 258, 264. 281, 283 n. 1. 284 n. 3, ! 
2S5 n. 4, 2H7 n. 6, 2S8. 289, 296, , 
299, 300; ii. 138 n. 60. 173 I 

— ffuindor of Zend philology, i. 82 ■ 

— theLanU5vat4ralrauslyled by—, i. i 

284 ! 

— Lectures of — at the College do 
France, i. 6 

— L'Histoire dll Buddhisme Indie,n, 
i. 258, 300 

— Intrcsiuciion a Hjistofro du Biid- 
dhisnic, i. 200, 258, 281, 283 n. 1, 
287 V. 6, 288 ii. 8 

— Lotus de la bonne loi, ,Pr. xxr. n. 

6 ; i. 218 n. 6, 253 n. 8, 254 n. 9, 
258, 281 

-- Karnes occurring in the Shahnameh 
identified by — with heroes men¬ 
tioned in the Zend-Avesta, i. 98, 


CAS 

Buttmann, ii. 148 
Byblos, ii. 71 


CABBALISTIC fancies of Jewish 
\J commentators, i. 134 
cabbar. ii. 44 

Cacus, Ilereule ct, i. 148, 155 

— ii. 184 
Cat'dmon. i. 93 
Oakcliifjuel, i. 328 

Cnbindia*, Th.. on arithmetic, ii. 289 
Calcutta, i. 119, 192, 2o0 ; ii. 35 n. 
17, 117 n. 55. 307, 310, 315. 352, 
354 

— Asiatic society at. i. 200; ii. 310 

— IMiarmasabhu at, ii. 354 

— Bevlew, ii. 307, 352 
Cahlvi-eli. i. 306 

calf, ii. 44 

Callawav. lier. Henrj'. ii. 211. 213, 
214, 217, 221 

Calydoiiian boar Imnt. ii. 16" 
Carnpb**]), J. K. (Popular Tales of the 
West Iliuhiiuhls), ii. 242-252 
ranare‘ie, ii. 326 
Cauis, il. 41 

Canoes, iji i\)lynesia tin' souls pass in 
canoes file great gulf (lu-ll), ii. 269 
Caper, ii. 44 
('apua. .Toljn of, ii. 230 
(’arib-Couvailo ia llic West Indic.<, ii. 
282 

Carlyle. Mr,, ii, 130 

Carolin.i Islands, native of the, i. .317 

carta, ii. 22 

CarlhaLMnijins, Pr. xiii. ; ii. 317, 343 
eassida. easMla, ii. 189 n. 12 
(!assi<Ml<>rus. ii. 114 
Caste, ii. 301-359 

—- originally on lyfwoeastos, the Arvas 
am) tile iion.Aryn.s, the liright utid 
the dark race, ii. 328 
-- originally«*nlyone high--.l.uf after¬ 
wards divided into three, il. 336 

— tile word caste adopted from the 
Portuguese, ii. 30.3 

— the luiines of Mann’s castes wei'c de- 
rived from their oecu]mtion, li. 348 

— distinction bctMVeti eflnmlogical, 
political, and profcsHional —, ii. 
324 

the growth of the throe upper casti'S 
may be seen clearly in the BiAh- 


— Commentaire eur lo Yasna, i. — Kshalriyas admitt.efl tx> tho — of 
146 , Brahmana, ii. 334, 339, 341, 342, 

Bushliy, n. T., on widow-burning, ii. 343 ^ 

38 n. 20, 39 n. 20 — mixed eaatos, according to Manu, 
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CAS 

pro(l\lc^^(^ "by intermarrying of the 1 
four primitive castes, ii. 347 

— physioj^moiny of the Indian castCB 
different, ii. 326, 327 

— In tin.' hymns of the IiMshis there 
is wo authority for —, ii. 312 

— t.ho threefold divi.sion of — ropre- 
s<-nt«*d to have lAkeu phwe in the 
Trela apre, ii. 336 

— ■words to eipress —, are: var7?a, 
/ 7 ati, kula, gotra, pravara, and 
A*ariiwu, ii, 303 

Ciistren, Pr. xiv.; i. 238 ii. 3 
castus. ii, 239 

Catechism, I 172-178, 248 n. 6. 285 

— (iuzi rati — of Parsiism, 172-178 

— of ihi- Sliamans, 248 n. 6, 285 
Oatlin, ii. 271 

Cattle, ii. 44 
caiisji, cause, ii. 65 
C-anssin de PiTcevul, i. 378 
Cecrops. mip^pition <'f, i. 332 
Cells, 1. 62, 63. 67. 239, 316; ii. 227, 
246, 247, 248, 278 u. 2. 324, 326 

— coiirade nmon^thc Celts, according 
to 8traho. ii. 278 n. 2 

laiiLOiage. ii. 9. 262 

— mytliolopy, Pr. xii. 

— religion of the — race, i. 23 
centum, ii. 53 

Ceres, i. 361 

Ceyion. iluddhiBra in, i. 258: ii. 345 

— history of Ihahlliisin in, i. 199 

- IhaMhist literatun- of, i. 194, 200 

— ~ chief seat of Itialdlii.sjii, i. 275 I 

— Mahavansa, orhistory of—, i. 195 

— monasteries of, ii. 263 I 

— Pali and Singalc-se works of, i. 289 { 

— snrrod and historical books of, i, 
191, 195 

— Wesleyan missionaries in, i. 195 
Ct.ylonese aera, i. 266 

Xalpw. ii. 142 n, 64 
t3iamber.s Mr., ii. 241 
(’liamen (iVramnwa), i.263 
ChampoUiim. Pr. xiii.; i. 326 
Change of ‘d ’ to ‘1’ in Greek, ii. 171 
n. 2, 189, 190 

•— of ‘ i ’ into ‘5’ (ai), ii. 255 
CinKts, ii. 141 

p(apd, yapiFtt, ii* I'l- 

Charon, i. 150 u. 2 

Clmris, ii. 86 it. 39, HI, 142 n. 04 

— chief, Aphrodite, ii, 141 

— etymology of, ii. 142 n. 64 
Charites, ii. 102,104 n. 60, 134, 141, 

143 n. 64, 204 

— Sjiarlan, ii. 104 «. 60 
X<£piT€y, ii. 184 


CHE 

chastening, ii. 259 
Cliemosh, worshippers of, i. 346 
ii- 44 

Cherubim, i. 157 

Che-wei (.Shivusti), i. 263, 264 

Ch/-zy, i. 296 

Chichicastcnango, i. 328, 329 
Cliichlmeics, migrations of tiic, i. 332 
X^AfOi, ii. 53 
Chilporic. ii. 114 
<’hima!popm*ii, Codex, i. 328 
China, annals of, i. 293 

— Buddhism, state religion in, i. 258 

— Buddhists in, i. 200, 216 n. 9, 296 
early civilisation of, i. 271 

— Cotivade in Western, in 279 

— Jesuit missionaries in India and 
—, i. 306 

— Koman Catholic missionariee in, 
Pr. XV. 

— view of Nirvdw-a in, i. 291 

— Mareo I’olo travels throuiih, ii. 277 

— rubbiHg of nose, salutation in,ii.266 
Chinese alphabet, i. 261, 294, 302 

classics, classical Ixsiks. i. 305 n. 1, 
306,307,31111.2 

— Sanskrit dii'tionary, i. 293 

— collections of faldes in, ii. 236 

— Couvadein the — province of West 
ynnnan, ii. 277 

“ Hiud-us set tied in— monasteries, i. 
294 

— language, Pr. xiii.: i. 22, 263. 294 
pilgrims, i. 201, 237, 260, 261,271. 
302 ; ii. 345 

— translations, i. 2t)7 u. 7, 259, 292- 
301 

Choctaw, belief of (l)c — in a future 
Plate, ii. 271 
Xo7p®y, ii. 44 
X«ipTos, it, 42 
cimsft, ii. 65 

Christ and other masters, Pr. xxv.; 
j. 50-61 

— Tile Infant —carried by St. Chri.— 
topher, ii. 169 

Christian Idoas, i. 149 (in thir Koi’anh 
33:l; ii. 198. 212 

— miKsionario.s, j. 164, 172, 176, 177, 
180; ii. I t, 285 

— mysticism of ICckhardt and TaultT. 
i. 281 

— numherofCliri.stians,i, 161,216 n. 9 
Chri'stip, Heniy, ii. 288 
Cliristmas, ii. 236, 246 : — Book, 246 ; 

Ilnrlctiuin of —, 236 ; — Panto¬ 
mimes, 216 

Christos, the Anointed, n 211^ 

Xpwjua, ii. 180 
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Xporoc 

XptJvof. ii. 155 
Xpi^s, j. 180 

Xpw60povos, ii. 77 
Xpvtros, ii. 47 

Chung Yung (doctrine of t ho !Mcan, 
the third Shot>),i, 309, 311 
Chuning, ii. 41 

Chun Tsow (Spring and Autumn, tho 
fifth King), i. 308, 309 
Clmo, pi. chuowi, ii. 27. 44 
ehwegTwn, ohwegyr, ii. 31 
cifivn (empty), ii. 289 
Cinderella, ii. 223 
cipher, ii. 2fi9 

C’ivilisation, history of, ii. 25.3 n. 1, 
263,267,302. (Seo Ba«tiau, Guizot, 
Klemm, Tylor) 

Clara [tpatwi), ii. 50 
Clarke, Mr. —account of the belief 
of the Mandans, ii. 270 
Clemens of Alexandria, Stromata, Pr. 

XXX.. i. 234, n. 15, 367 u. 3 
doth, name of, ii. 46 
3luo («Aeey, mvas), i. 263 ^ 

Codex Cakebiquel, — Chimalpopoca, ; 
i. 328 

regius, ii. 197 
eogiioscere, ii. 75 
Golden, i. 316 

Colehrooke, H. T.,i. 6, 19, 78. 186, , 
189, 300; ii. 34 u. 17. 35 n. 17, j 
305 _ j 

— Duties of a faithful ‘Widow, ii. 34 [ 
...17,35 0.17 

('olhuas, migrations of the. i- 332 
(’omparutive grammar, ii. 20. 227 
mvthology, ii. 1-116, 171 n, 2, 

227.246 ' 

— J'hilologv, i. 21,81,82 ; ii,50n. 2.5, 

229.246 “ 

Cumpart-tti, Prof., ii. 171 n. 2 
Comte, i. 54, 56 
Comtian cp)clis, Pr. ix. 

Cotirueian, i. 182. 311, 312 

— Analects, i. 311, 312 
(’orifueius, Pr. xiii. xv. xvi.; i. 51, 55, 

187, 216 n. 9, 258, 267, 276, 293, 
3or)-3J3 

— dwtrinos of, i. 258, 276, 293 

— The 5th (Chun J'sew) King only 
ef)mpob6d by, i. 309 

consilium (consiilium), ii. 27 
enusokrinus, ii. 33 

Coptic figures in Egypt adopted by 
the Arabs, ii. 294 
Cordova, ii. 290 
Cornish, ii. 30 n. 14, 45 
Cia’pus Juris of Oagauuitlia, ii. 35 
n. J7 


I)AO 

Correspondence between an orthodox 
Brahman and the .Editor of a native 
j newajMiper at Madniw, ii. 31.5-20 
I Corsica, couvade in, ii. 278, 279, 284 
Coi'wsen (Kritischo Beitrago), ii. 174 
n. 4, 6, 7 

Corte.s i. 185, 326, 328 
I — Don Juan, i. 330 
i Costus Speciosus, ii. 206-8 
j Council, Early councils of Christianity, 
Pr. xxvii. 

— Buddhist, i. 257, 284 
Cousin, i. 190, 246 
CouTade, ii. 277-84 

— origin of tho, ii. 281 seqq. 

Cow, ii. 44 

Cowell, ii. 342 n. 6 
Cox, G. W., Manual of Mythologj’, ii. 
159-74 

Crane, dan, i. 318 

Cri'Stioii of the gods. ii. 336, 337 ; — 
of man, i. 335-8 ; ii. 336; — of the 
world, i. 154, 155; ii. 336 
e<lo, i. 42 

Cremon.'v, Gorurd of, ii. 296 
Creuzer, i. 280-82; ii. 147, 160 

— .Symbolik of, i. 282 ; symbolic 
school of, ii. 147 

cu, ii. 14 
...gino. ii. 33 

cuneiform, i. 5. 87, 89, 133, 163, 264. 
271, 327, 379 

— (diets of Jtarius, i. 163 

— Decipherer of — inscriptions, i. 327 
•inscriptions, i. 5. 133, 26-1, 327 
379 (of Babylon and Nineveh), ii. 
190 

Oppert’s (Isooryou the invention of 
— letters, i. 271 

tmn.shjtiou of — inscriptions, i. 
133, 264 

Cunningham, General A., ii. 299 
Cupid, ii. 143 n. 64 
Curtius. Prof., i. 84 n. 1 ; ii. 49, 50 
n. 25, 90 n. 42, 95 n. 45, 141 n. 
64, 142 n. 04. 171 n. 2, 182 n. 9 
Customs, on manners and, ii. 253-88 
cvn, cyning, ii. 260 
Cyras, i. 5, 66, 101, 130, 145, 149, 
162, 163, 367 n. 3; ii. 170-74 


D ADALA, i. 197 

daogns c&ge, ii. 123 n. 56 
Sa^p, ii. 31, 64, 189 a. 12 
dauva, i. 25 
daga, ii. 93 
(iagian, ii. 63 « 

Dagon, worshippers of, i. 346 
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PAH 

dali (t.«> Imrn), ii. 03 
dally a, ii. 40, 100 
daimh, ii. 41 
Sotos, ii. 191 

daisy, mythe of, ii. 123 n. 50 
Dakiki, poet, i. 97 
Sdnpv, ii. 03, 189 u. 12 
(laiua, ii. 41 
3)anui.‘«‘iis, ii. 293 
da?/tsauji.vat, ii. 29 
Duiiaus, migration i. 332 
da/K/a, Ktii'k, ii. 259 
Ilaw'/ajal/d, father ofBuddlui’s wife, i. i 
211, 219 
dawlui, ii. 190 

i. 145, 149 ; ii. 173 fhook of) 
Dtiiiishvcr, Dikhnn, eolh^ftor of the i 
tra<lition.s of I'er-'^ia, i. 95, I 
96, 97 

D.^iikwarl. ii. 114 
5a<is, ii. 190 

.Daphne, ii. 95. 96, 161, 162 

— Mvtlje (,)f Daphne ami Apollo, iiv' ‘ 

95.'96. 161 i 

— name of tiie <la\vn. ii. Ifil, 162 i 

ii. 96. 171 11. 2, 184 
^a(pv <f>6poi-, ii. 91 
Daj))tleirriiiJ, ii. 222 
«I;k{\u. ii. 19<t 
Darah. Jhistoor, i. 122 
DnriuK, i. 88. 91, 130-32, 149. 162, 
163, 261 ; ii. 40, 173, 190, 254 

— euneiloriH ediets of, i. 163 

— ijiMTij.tions of, i. 130 

— tlte .Median, ii. 173 
das, to perish, ii. 191 
da.sa, ii. 53 

ddsa, i>eo)de, enemy, ii. 40, 171 n. 2, 
181, 189-91 

dasahanlii, ii. 171 u. 2, 189, 191 
*l5.sa-nari. ii. 237 
dawr-pati, ii. 40, 190 
dusa-piitni, ii. 91, 190, 237 
l).-ii!aratha, ii. 219 

Dasent., Dr. (1. W.. ii. 159, 192-199, 
202. 222, 224, 225, 227, 231, 234, 
236. 238, 230, 242-44, 246, 272 

— Tlie Norsemon in Iceland, 192- 
197 

• - Popular Tales frojii the Norse, 222- 
241 

Satr^tjs, ii. 178 
dAsya, ii. 171 n. 2 
dAsya-narf. ii. 91 

dasvu, ii. 40, 181, 189, 190, 327, 335, 
357 

— =sdAsa, people, ii. 40 
dasyuhau, da.syuhniitA, ii. 189 
dasyuhatyAya, ii. 1^ 


DEC 

Sat'xaS)', ii. 96 u. 45 
dau^Thter, ii. 22, 54 
dau/^hter-in«law, ii. 31 
daur, ii. 42 
dautia, ii. 189 n. 12 
David, i. 154, 156 
T)avid Suhid dTspaban, ii. 231 
ilawe, ii. 93 

Dawn, i. 239; ii. 83, 86, 90, 93-99. 
101-3, ) 07 . 109-11, 131, 133, 134, 
137-41, 1.56, 157, 162, 166, 186 n. 
10, 229, 237, 263 

— mytljcs of, ii. 83 ngp. 

— natm^s of, i. 239 (Ushas, Urvn.^i, 
AhanA. SuryA), ii. 133, 134 (jiA'va) 

day, ii. 93, 140, 142 ii. 64 
Dayaks of Borneo, ii. 280 
<]ea, ii. 34 

dear, ii. 22 
decern, ii. 53 
Decluik, ii. 174 

d<'di.*are (delicare), ii. 189 n. 12 
])ehak (ten evils), ii. 174 
Dej.-ineira, ii. 91, 92, 237 
deiga. ii. 189 n. 12 
ii. 112 n. 64 
Dejoces, i. 174 
D<'ism, i. 376 

D<‘ity, absorption into the, i. 58 

— U'lief in two great deities in South 
America, ii. 269, 270 

— invisible, i. 234 

— names of the, i. 364, 376 
8 e«a, ii. 53 

I)eklian, name of some low cast(?.s 
the, ii. 328 
Deliades. ii. 175 
A'^Aios, ii. 76 
Delos, ii. 75 
55 ao«, ii. 142 n. 64 
Dolphos, ii. 72 
Delngo, i. 158 
D4Mmigogos, i. 263 
Ileioeter, i. 367 ; ii. 112 
Demon of night (Vritra), i. 155 
Jhuunark, i. 146*; ii. 242, 257 
ii. 189 

Iteri, i. 93 
de.scendo, i. 85 n. 1 
Sfffiroiya, S6(nrdT7js, ii. 40, 196 
deszimt, ii. 53 
Denkalion, iL 12 

dcus, i. 25, 242, 367; ii. 129 (cic 
madtiiiA) 

Dcutseli, i. 32 n. 15, 85 n. 1; ii. 38 
n. 20, 82 n. 36, 88 ii. 40 

— DeutscheMonatsschrift, i. 32 n. 15 

— Deiilsehe Morgenltiudisch© Gosell- 
8 chaft, ii. 38 u. 20 
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I>EU 

Deufsclie Mythologie (by Grimm), ii, 
82 XL. 36, 88 n. 40 

— Oeschichtf d<T deutschen Sprache 
(by Grimm), i. 85 n. I 

d<'ux* ii, 228 
Dev (evil spirit), i. 48 
Deva, bripht, divine, god, i. 25, 208, 
239, 367,376; ii. 98,163, 184, 334, 
336, 337 
Devadatta, i. 376 
DcvaiNitiu, ii. 237 
(levar, devara, ii. 31, 54, 189 n. 12 
Devil, i. 12$; ii. 151, 223, 224, 258, 
287 

— the nations had no, ii, 238 

— iSwiss legend of the D.'s bridge, ii. 
151 

— gods tamed into, ii. 238 

— personality of the, i-128 

— poor or sfnjwd, ii. 238 

— The Devil is represented black in 
Europe, and irbite iu Africa, ii. 
287 

Dew, ii. 89, 90, 107 
deweri.s, ii. 31 
dewvni, ii. 53 

Dhammapadam (a Pali work on Endd- 
hist ethics), i. 201, 221,255 n. 10 
dhdrawi, i. 208 
Dharma, i. 197, 303; ii. 309 

— law, the general name of the second 
and third basdtets of iho Tripi/aka, 
i, 197 

Dharmasabhi at Calcutta, ii. 354 
Dhaull, i. 257, 298 
dhara, ii. 34 
dbh, to twir. ii. 178 
dliuma, i. 99 
Diatiolus, ii. 2*38 
tidHTotpy SidicTopor, ii. 138 
Dialect, ii. 96 n. 45, 171 n. 2, 176 b. 
3, 262, 326 

Dialectic, ii. 10, 13 (period) 

Dialogue in Guzf-rati (Catechism ©f 
Parsiism), i. 172, 173 

— GylB’s Mocking, ii. 199 
Diana, i'l. 88 

didy&na5, ii. 86 
Dietrich von Bern, ii. 114 
Dicu-donn6, i. 219 

Digamma (acoliciim), i. 90, ii. 90 n. 

42, 176; — in Homer, i. 90 
dih, ii. 189 n. 12 

Dikhan (farmer, historian, landed 
nobleman of Persia), i. 95, 96, 98 
diua, ii. 142 n. 64 
dingun, ii. 189 n. 12 
Dio Cassius, i. 123 
Diocletian, i. 162 


DVA 

Diodorus Siculus, couvade montionwi 
by, ii. 278 
Diomedcs, ii. 80 
Diotjysos, ii. 68 
Diookuroi, ii. 95 
Aioripa, ii. 241 n. 63 
DijiAvansa (hi.story of Buddhism in 
Ceylon), i. 199, 200 
DiiH^ctorium hutnnn% vitm, ii. 230,233 
UffKOSf iL 171 n. 2, 190 n. 12 
Diumpais, ii. 189 ii. 12 
div, ii, 164 n. 2 
diva.ii. 142 n. 64, 153 
do (two), ii. 228 
1 >ohrizhofer, ii. 283 
dwtor, syn»boIic emblem of the, i. 319 
SaiSfKa. ii. 53 
dog, ii. 44 
Dolores, i. 360 

l)oTm'Ue('h, Ahb^ Em., i. 314, 315 

— Manu>crir Pictographi(pie Amcri- 
eain by, i. 314 ri. 2, 315 

Jlominican, religious zeal <if the — 
and I'ranciscaii friar.s, i. 325 
Sfigor, ii. 41 
donm. ii. 41 
d»>inus. ii. 41 
donkey, ii, 44. 235 

— Story of the Donkey in the Lion’s 
skin, ii. 235 

dor, ii. 42 

Dorian immigration, ii. 116 
I)ornraschen, ii. 159 
Dowson, I’rof., ii. 299 
Dreaml.'jnd, ii. 224 
Dribhika, ii. 183 
driwdutn, ii. 21) 

Driptabalkki Girgya, story of, ii. 342 

D. 6 

Druids, ii. 303 
j Dsungary, i. 270 
ilu (two), ii. 53, 228 
du (to burn), ii. 191 
Dmilism (in Parsii.sm), i. 155, 173 
dneore, ii. 26, 261 
dughdhar, ii. 22 

duh (to milk) rwt of duhitnr. ii. 26 

duhitar, ii. 22, 25, 26, 29, 112 u. 53 

duktc, ii. 22 

d^, i. 140 

duo, ii. 53 

duodecim, ii. 53 

Darga ((\»mmeutary on the Nirukta), 
i, 186 n. 10 
durrys, ii. 42 

Dust<a>r, i. 120-2, 169, 174 
Du Tcrtre, ii. 282 
dux. ii. 261 
dv5dasa, ii. 53 ^ 
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DVA 

(IraTn, (Ivundvam (pair), i. 141 
dvar, dvArnw, ii. 42 
(Ivau, ii. h'.i 
d\vi-d(*sziiuti, ii. 53 
dwi-lika, ii. 53 

Ih'aus, i. 79 (clous, the bri^fht), 358- 
00, 304, 365, 367 ; ii. 23, 75, 1)4, 
141, 142 n. 63, 184, 185 
— Arublui, obild of, ii. 139, 141 
dyav-an, ii. 103 
Ii. 82 n. 37 
(two), ii. 53 

Svu (to dive into), ii. 81, 82 
DyoUinft. ii. 93. 94 
dufffxal vaIov. ii. 82 
J>yu (Jupiter, sky, day), i. 239, ii. 93 
dvu (to be brilliant), ii. 93, 112 ii. 04, 
‘ 162 


77AK, to. ii. 44 

Jj ivirtli, ii. 73. 102, 111, 141, 157, 
271. 336, 337 

— Erinyes, daughters of, 157 

East, jiosilion of women in llie.ii. 352 

— all important religions sprung uj 
in the, i. 338 

East India C<unpfiiiy, Pr. vii.; i. 7, 8, 
188, 191, 279; ii. 307, 310, 311 
—-the A%'da publisl)ed under liie pa- 
trt)uage of the, ii. 311 
Eistwiek. I’rof.. ii. 231 
Eating, represeutatioa of, i, 319 
eeh. ii. 44 

oehidiia, ii. 173, 187, 189 
ii- 44 

Jikdiu. ii. 162 
ii. 83, 72 

klekhardt, Clirlstian my.«licism of — 
and Taulcr, i. 281 

Edda, ii. 79, 111, 112. 114, 115, 192, 
194, 197, 198. 203, 222 

— the Old (o-tdlected by Baunund), 
ii. 197 

-r Young (collected by Siiorro Stur- 
lasou), ii. 197 

Eden, Garden of, i. 156, 157 
Edessa, i, 92 
.Edomites, i. 376 
•^«po4>otTts, ii. 156 
ii. 44 

Egypt, l*r. xiii.; i. 4, 67,93, 145. 153, 
102, 187, 223, 224, 271, 322, 320, 
308 ; ii. 4, 213, 233, 293-5, 301 

— Ara))S in. ii. 294 

— Caste in Ancient, ii. 301 

— early Civilisation of, i. 271 
■— Countries soutlPof, ii. 213 


HEI 

Egypt, “In — the Aral)s adopted the 
Coptic figtiroH, ii. 293, 294 
— Roman province, ii. 295 
Ei, ii. 248 

Eichhoff, ii. 50 n. 25 
eidolon, i. 360 
€(5<6r, el^via, ii. 137 
cfKocri, ii. 53 
ii. 31 
ilvdrep^s, ii. 31 
«?po$. ii. 178 
ebida«i), ii. 53 
okas, ii. 53 
ekatara, ii. 248 
Ki (strong), i. 364, 365, 377 
Eliot , Translator of the Bible into the 
Massaitliusets language, i. 321 
Elis, ii. 81, 83-5 
EHun (highest), i. 364, 374 
lAAepa, rd, ii, 176 
Eloah, i. 375 

Kioliim, i. 346 (worshippers of), 360, 
370 . 374-6 
^X-iris, ii. 28 
Klysian field, i. 236 
em, ii. J 9 
eiimii, ii. 19, 03 
^rciAtor, ii. 49 

ii. 142 n. 64 
^vSu/ia, ii. 82 

Endyniion, ii. 37, 81-6, 162 

niythe of Selene and, ii. 81 soqq. 
ii. 81, 82 

evKaviTTos. ii. 96 n. 45 
ivvea, ii. 53 
ensis, ii. 48 
ooh, ii. 44 

Kurosh, ii. 138 n. 60 
Eos (Cshas. i. 360, 363 ; ii. 77. 
79 , 81, 86-8, 90. 91, 102, 108, lu9, 
142 n. 64, 156, 161, 162 
ii. 109 11 . 52, 184 
Ephraim Syrus, i. 92 
Epic Jigo of literature, i. 16 
[ — poems of India, ii. 78 
Epitnenidc'S, ii. 73 n. 32 
Epimetheus, ii. 72 
epo-s, ii. 44 
oquus, ii. 44 
or, ii. 47 

ipafitu, ipda/, ii. 141 n. 64 
Eran, i. 33 n. 16, 143 n. 1, 140, 150 
n. 2, 152 
Eranier, i. 146 

ipards. ipartipdsy ii. 141 n. 64 
Er»‘lms, ii. 186 
^ptflvu, ii. 156 
^pi, ii. 142 u. 63 
erida, ii. 45 
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f^i 

dptw^iv, W. 142 n. 64, 156 | 

Erinnvs. Ehnys, ii. 73 u. 32, 15C-8, i 
204 I 

Erinyes, daughU'rs of tbo Eartli, 167 

-of Skotos. 168 

*'EpiuyCs, *Epivvs, ii. 142 s. 64, 184 
^piov, ii. 178 

Erisi. ii. 67 
llpts (striAO. ii. 156 
Eros. ii. 16. 72, 80. 132-4, 138, 130, 
141, 142 n. 64, 143 n. 64, 144. 166 j 

— sou of Aphrcwlite. ii. 141 

— oMcst ()f the Groek 143 n. 64 

— iiiyt.l)es of. 141 

— ivS tlio dawning sun, 133 

— cliild of Zeus. 139 

^pns, ii. 141 u. (U : 

*'Epa>s, ii. 133-6, 139, 141 n. 63 an<f I 
j], 64. M2 ri. 64, 144 
?f><r??. ii. 90 n. 42 
ii. 104 

Esiiem-dev. i. 148 
Eslivar Cliaiulru VidyasugJir, ii. 316 
ii. 19 

Es-Sinit. bridge over the Moslem hell, ; 
ii. 269 I 

n. 4€t | 

Esthouian legend, i. 338. 340 
Ehus. ii. 23 

^'te (statum), ii. 63 \ 

Ethnic psyehologj'. Gorman periodi- | 
cal on, ii. 267 I 

Etlmologicnl cast.e(in India), ii. 324-6 { 

— .Society, Transactions of the, i. 41 | 

n. 20; ii. 31 n. 16. 285 | 

Etliological researches, ii. 2G6 
Etvinoiogicum Magnum, ii. 77 n. 34, 
96 n. 45 

Eudernos, ii. 73 n. 32 
tVKavffros. ii. 96 n. 46 
.Eutuu'us, Swineherd, ii. 11 
Eunjenides. O. iMiilier s Ks.say on the, 
ii, 72 n. 32 

Kuplirate.s, i. 92, 100, 148 
euVAoira/iOv, ii. 109 n. 61 
Eurcjpe, name of, ii. 102 n. 49 
Eurvdike. ii. 102, 103 n. 49,130, 131, 
m. 164 

Eurynicde, ii. 102 
Eurynonoe, ii. 73 n. 32, 102 
Euryphaessa, ii. 102 
€vp6s, ii. 68, 82, 102 
Eurystheus, ii. 116 
Eurytion, ii. 187 
Eustathius, U. 175 n. 2 
Eveuos, ii. 71 

Evil spirit, is ropresente<l with horns 
and a tail in New Holland, ii. 272 
Ewuld, i. 143 n. 1, 343 


FIQ 

ewe, ii. 44 
ii. 72 

Kxudus, i. ]27> 370 
eye, ii. 248 


I Mmd'X ii. 160, 216. 229-31, 236, 
; 236. 263. 272 
• Animal (Ileast), ii. 216, 272 
— Aryan. 236 
— Chlne.K*?, 236 
— Greek. 160 
— JjafoiiTaiiic s, 229 
— in i’li.'Jtli’os, 236 
- de I’llpay, 231 
- Sanskrit', 230 
Fjiblijm, Kiviieli, ii. 278 
fad, ii. 42 
1'al‘iiir. ii. 112, 173 
Vahinn. i. 214 n. S, 219, 260, 261. 

207, 296, 297, 301 ; ii. 346 
faihu, ii. 44 

fairy, fairvlaiid, ii. 169, 160 
Fairy talcs. lOaj^tcni. ii. 263 
I'alfli, idea, of, in tlto Veda. i. 42 
fallere, ii. 66 

Fun. i'an-lou-mo (lirahma), i. 263, 
298, 303 
farah. ii. 44 
tiissradli. ii. 46 
Fate. i. 244 
fatlu'f, ii. 22, U 
fathor-in-Iaw, ii. 31 
J’atli.*^, ii. 39 

Faushr)!). i. 189, 201, 266 n. 10 

fauf. il me, ii. 66 

fcadbli, ii. 34 

I'eV-Sn (Vetia), i. 263 

h i. lelli.s, ii. 177 

fold, ii. 46 

Feiiriswolf. ii. 199 

Ieoh, ii. 27 

Feridun. i. 96, 99, lOO, 102,103, 180 ; 
ii. 173 

—‘idenlihed by Ihirnouf with Thrae- 
taona. i. 99, Km, 102, 103 
Fick, A., ii. 191 u. 16 
fidvoT, ii. 63 
held, ii. 46 
tlgiircs. ii. 289-300 
— Our figures borrowed from the 
Arabs, 289 

— discovered, according to the AraUs, 
by the Indians, 289 
— the Arabs hud tw'o sets of, 292 
— Nino — by IJocUiius ascribed to the 
Pythfigoreans; 290 

— Coptic — by il\o Arabs adopted in 
Eg)’pt, 294 • 
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FIG 

figiiiTs. Oolifir or Xcopythiij^oroau — 
iu Kiiroju* lonj;l>doro tho AruljB in- 
va«k!il Sj.»aiii, 2y(> 

— Tin* (irook— alluwud by Khalif 
Walid to us(‘, 293 

— llioratii*, 298 ii. 4 

-- C'oiaci<U»iuH‘s between tli** Indian 
and Ui(‘ Hicratii* —, 298, 299 n. 4 

— Indian -- wcro originally t! 
initial lottfirs of the Sanskrit nu- 
mmils, 292. 299 

iiliu, ii. 44 

J’ijians, i. d9. GO 

lilia (Mickling), ii. 20 

Kin. j^r. xiv.; i. 238 n, 3 

.Finland, i. 238 u. 3; ii. 2i2 

Finnish [Mythology, i. 238 n. 3 

Firtlu^i, Fr. xxxi.; i. 81.93. 93, 97-9. 

102, 12o, 180; ii. 173 
Fiiv. I'lnbWni of the Divine power, i. 
170. 171 

Firt-worK]n]>pf‘rs. i. IGI, 102. 170 
-— do not woi>liip till! firr, 170 

— nninbor of, JG2 
fitlnil, ii. 44 
fiainmn, ii. 82 

Kli'inish popular talcs, ii. 232 
llos. floris, ii. 133 
Flour*-ns. i. 190 

j'o (Kuddhn), I’r. xiii.; i. 21G n. 9 
foal, li. 44 

Foe Koiu- Ki, i. 258 n. 12. n. 13, 2G6 
Fd'da, ii. 4o 

JAilkrrvmtvr, .Scambnavian, ii. 222 
Fo]ki«nv. if. 2()0-l<t. 214 
J‘’ontain«'hioau, forest of, ii. 23G 
forest, ii. 42 
Fiirslrinann, ii. .50 n. 25 
Fu-to. Fo (lludillni), i. 263, 297. 208 
Foucaux. i. 189. 20G, 234 n. 14, 258 
11. 14. 259. 282 

— L’enfant egare, 234 n. 14 
Fouquet, Fr. xvi. 

four ages of the world, i. 152-54 

— stages of meditation pre]>aring to 
NirvdwH, i. 253 

— verities of Uuddlia, i. 251 

— yugjis of ibo Brahmans, i. 151 
Foxt Fables of Keyiiard the, i. 215, 

^ 272 

F'ranco. Couvade in. ii. 278 

— llellequin of, ii. 23G 

— languages of, ii. 257 
Fi*ancisean, religious ^ea! of Domini¬ 
can and — friar.s, i, 325 

fratcr, ii. 22 
FrtHleg(»nd, ii. 114 
Frederic tlie Great, ii. 174 
Freduu (Feridun),*!. 99, 1U3 


GAH 

Fr'^vcinet and Arogo’s Voyage to the 
Eastern Ocean, i. 317 
frigero, li. 89 
frigidus, ii. 75 
fr<)g, ii. 249-52 

— story of the, 249 seqq. 

— usedas a name of t lie snn, 250 
— Bheka, Bheki, in .Sjoiskrit, 251 
Frontenac, Count cie, i. 316 

I Froschkonig, story of tin-, ii. 249 
j frost, ii. 89 
fru.s, ii. 89 
fui, ii. 63 
fiiia, ii. 44 
I funins, i. 99 

FutuTO, Belief in a — state, ii. 268-72 
I — 8kuld, T^t fiiWovra^ ii. 64, 157 


G ABABS (Parsis), i. 102 
Gabet, i. 265 
(iddhi, ii. 339 

•— king of K;iu}uknh//a, father of 
ViAvamitra,grandfather,through his 
daughter, of .Fai'a.vurAnui, 339 
; Giea, ii. 68, 69 (])rogeny oJ'), 72 n. 32 
Gaelic, ii. 45, 249 

Gaguiinathas Vivadahhangdrwiiva, ii. 
35 u. 17 

//agati (andante), i. 85 n. 1 
yaia. ii. 68 n. 30 
yeiAtwr. ii. 31 

Ganni*.^ collection of American hiero¬ 
glyphic MSS., i. 325, 326 
I Gamadagui. father of ParaA'urdma, ii. 
339 

//aniAtar, ii. 31, 32 
yafi,$p65, ii. 31, 32 
yaptuv, ii. 32 n. 16 

Gan, root to v^nitar, genitor, ■yereT-^p, 
ii. 24, 41 ‘ 

G’anaka, father, king, ii. 41, 260, 334 
G’luiaka, king of Videha, famous ftn* 
his learning, though a Ksliatriya by 
birth, boeame a Brahman, ii. 334, 
342, 343 

Gandlnirvas, ii. 105, lOG 

Ganges, i. 58, 100, 217, 263; ii. 118. 

129, 228, 303, 344 
< 7 uin, ^ani (mother), ii. 37, 41 
^anitar, (/anitri, ii. 23, 24 
ganra, ii. 44 
gjio, ii. 44 
Gaokcrena, i. 157 
Gaoinuexo (Nirung), i. 167 
ganls, ii. 42 

Gdrgva, renowned reader of the Voda, 
ii 342 

Garshasp, i. 98, 99 ^ 
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GAB 

Ganitmat, i. 29, 367 
gaspadorus, ii. 40 
^&6pati, ii. 41 

GAthA, ballad, i. 125, 299-303 

— dialect, 303 

//Ati, caat^, li. 333 . 

Gautama ^SAkya-muni (Buddha), «on 
of iS'uddhodiAia, i. 288 

— clan of the Gautamas, i. 210 
garesh, to inquire, ii. 29 
gaveshawa, research, ii. 29 
gjirish/i, battle, ii. 29 
GAyatri, i. 19 
Gayo-marntan, i. 153 
GHyoinar.s, i. 176 
Gaznevid<?s, {lynanty of the, i. 07 
Gellert, story of Prince Llewellyn and | 

his dog, ii. 234 
goner, ii. 31, 32 

Genesis, i. 134, U3-1G0, 340, 369, 
370, 372 

— ami the Zend-Avesta, 143-160 

— MSS. of the — do not carry us* 
beyond the tenth century after 
Christ, i. 151 

genitor, genitrix, ii. 23,’24 
Gtioffrey of Monmouth, i. 199 
y4ipupai, i. 136 
Gerard of Cremona, ii. 296 
Geras, ii. 67 

Gerbert (Pope Sylrestcr II.), ii. 290, 
291 

Gerhard, Paul, sjiered songs of, i. 3 
Gerhard, Prof. (Greek Mythology), ii. 

83 n. 37, 149 
German folklon*, ii. 206 

— god, ii. 236, meaning of the word 
god, ii. 153 

— giKldess (Hi'll), ii. 238 

— language, ii, 64, 65 

— — History of the, ii. 28 a, 12» 60 

n. 25 , 

— legends, ii. 174 

— Malirchcn, i. 336, 337 ; ii. 237 

— mythology, ii. 76, 84, 201 

— Paixrae (the Nornes), ii. 157 
Germany, Comparison between Nur¬ 
sery Tales of Germany, England, 
and India, ii. 249 

GershAsp, i. 180 
Geryoues (rijguorAs). ii. 187 
Geeenius, i. 135, 143 n. 1 
Gessor Chan, ii. 271 
Gesta llomanorum, bonv)wcd from 
the Hilopmia^u, ii. 234 
Get®, Burning of the widow among 
the, ii. 264 
Getavana, i. 207 
gAver, ii. 31 


GOT 

gharma, ii. 113 
ghrishn, ii. 44 
ghrituA’is, ii. 134 
ghrmvsnAs, ii.<34 

Ohumbars (bimestrial holidays), i, 
168 

Gihon, i. 157 

ginia, mili-«tono, pi. girnos, hand- 
mill, ii. 45 “ 

Girnar, lildicts of A.^.ika on the rock.s 
of, i. 257. 298, 3o3 
Olaukos, ii. 192 
gloaming, ii. 166, 107 
glos, ii. 31 

knowledge, i. 124 - 

Gnostioism, i. 255 ^ 

gcf, pi. gAvus, ox, cow, ii. 27, 29, 44 
G(mt, ii. 44 

Gobar (dust) figures, ii. 292, 293, 
295-98; similarity between the 
Gobar figures and the Sanskrit nu¬ 
merals, ii. 293 
Gobi. i. 258, 293 

— God, Adam, son of, i. 353 

—’ The name of — is claimed for tho 
Brahmans us early us the BrAli- 
maaa {>oriu<3, ii. 337 

— bright — of Heaven, Light (Indra), 
i. 155; ii. 229 

— Creation of Gtxls, ^elude to the 
creation of Man, ii. 337 

— friend of Ahrahain, i. 372 

— German word —, its derivation, ii. 
153 

— Hostanes and Plato about the exist¬ 
ence of one iuvisihle —, I’r. xxxi. 

— The Go*ls in Ict'lainl believed to 
die, ii. 195 

— Names of, i. 356-9, 304-8, 379-8 

— Tile name of -- ti>e same in India, 
Greece, and Italy, ii. 227 

Gogerly, Dr. I., i. 195, 306 
go-go-yugu, ii. 28 
goose, ii. 44 
gojKi (e.owh<?rcl), ii. 28 
Goj.)A (cowherdess), W’lfo of Buddha, 
i. 211, 219 
gopayati, ii. 28 
Gtirakpur, i. 214 
Gorgon, ii. 2, 144, 184 
Gorresio Chevalier’s Italian transla¬ 
tion of tho KAmAyana, ii. 341 
gorod. li. 42 

gosliMa (cow-pon, stable), ii. 29, 

g<jsh///i (assemhly), ii. 29 

goshu-yudh, ii. 29 

goKpod, gos|>od}n, gospodar, ii. 40 

gf>spodArz, ii. 40 

Gutama (Gautama), ii. 35 n. 17 
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OOT 

Gotliic Biblf of Uipliilas, ii. 2;>4, 255 
gotrii (ori^nnally liunUo), ii. 28, 29 

— name ibr c»Bte, ii. 303 
gotrA, herd of kino, ii. M 
Oottliiig, i. 318 
govedar (cowherd), ii. 27 
govjado, ii. 27 (honl), 44 
gow, ii. 44 

gowK (cow), ii. 27 
goyugu, ii. 28 

OrandiDother, Vonorablo, n. 194 
Grand Vonciir, ii. 230 
Gmith, i. 182 
gnvniim, ii. 45 

GrjissinuriM, ii. 93 n. 44, 112 n. 53 

Omni. I)r., ii. 307 

OrcecM*, dialoctB of, ii. 171 n. 2 

— gi'jitvUogies of iho dynuBtios of, i. 
332 

— gods of, ii. 307 

— heroes of, i. 278 

— History of (Ori>t(‘'), ii. 3 

— niylhologiciil i^inguage of, ii. 130 
Laws anil cnstonis of, ii. 2C5 

— JVIigrafions of and Danaus 

into, ii. 332 

diip of nature in, ii. 151 
—' The Veda ofnitaius tLe true theo- 
gony of, ii. 204 

Greek alplialtot employed fornunierical 
purjKfses, ii. 200 

— goilft, ii. 70, 70 n. 35, 143 n. 04; 
(Eros, oldest of the Or. g.), 153,100, 
204.211 

— heretics, i. 307 

— of llonu-r, ii. 250 

— modern, i. 302 ; ii. 77, 138 

— mont hs, nann^s of, ii. 82 
Greenland, ii. 281 

Greoijlaiider, belief of the — in life 
after death, ii. 209 
Girlhel. ii. 217. 241 
Griffith, I*r. xviii. 

Griliva-sOtra, ii. 30, 138 n. 61 
(Trimblot, i. 196, 107, 199 
Griniliild, ii. 112, 113 
Grimm, i. 81, 82. 338, 339; ii. 14 n. 
3, 27, 28, 30 n. 18, 39, 50 n. 25, 64, 
65, 70, 82 n. 30, 84, 88 ii. 40, 93, 
130, l.VJ, 159, 201, 202, 212-14, 
222, 220, 228, 231, 241, 242, 203, 
204, 273 

— The brothers (Jakob snd "Wilhelin), 
ii. 212, 214, 222, 228. 242 

— Jakob, ii. 139 n. 02, 201, 202, 200, 
264 

— on Burial, ii. 264 

— Burning of the l)(?ad, ii. 36 n. 18 

— ou Gorman (Tfatouic) Mythology, 


it. 14.n. 3, 70,92 n. 36, 84, 88 n. 40 
201 

Grimm, History of the German Lan¬ 
guage, ii. 28 n. 12, 153 

— Essay on the origin of Language, i. 
338 

— law of, iir 93 

— Essay on the God of Love, ii. 139 
n. 61 

— Mahrchen, i. 359, 213, 222, 226, 
228, 242, 263, 273 

gris, gris, ii. 44 
grod, ii. 42 

Groto, i. 332; ii. 3 (Historyof Greece), 
13, 15, 16 n. 8, 08, 69, 71 
Orotilend, j. 87, 91, 130, 132, 264 
7pi'^6s, i. 157 

Guatemala, i. 322, 327-29, 331, 332; 
ii. 274 

— Aborigines of, ii. 274 

— Poj»ol Vuli, sacred book of tlid 
people of, i. 327 

Gucumat^, i. 334 
Gudrun, ii. 112-14 
Guiana, British, ii. 274 
Guinea, thcde.vil is represented white 
on the coast of, ii. 287 
Guizot, ii. 258, 302 (History of Civi¬ 
lisation) 
gnith, ii. 47 
Gundaharius, ii. ] 14 
Gunditarius, ii. 114 
Guimar (mytheof), ii. 112, 113, 116 
Gunther, ii. 114, 116 
Gnshtasp, i. 88, 97, 150 
Guzerati, i. 164, 172, 178 

— translation of the Zend Avesta, 
172, 178 

gwisk, ii. 46 
Gylli’s Mocking, ii. 199 
ii» 41 

6'yotisha, i. 114 


H ABEKE, ii. 63 
hafr, ii. 44 
Hagene, ii. Ill 
haiins, ii. 42 
hairda, ii. 29 n. 13 
Hall, Dr. FitzEdward, i. 228 n. 13; 

ii. 30 n. 17 
fiAy, ii. 49 

Ham, language of, ii. 258 
luu^ysa, ii. 44 
Han, dynasty of, i. 259 
ban, to kill, ii. 176 
han-t4, ii. 176 
Hauma, i. 157 

hapta liendu (saptu sindhn), i, 83 
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HAB 

Ilaran, i. 150, 151, 159 
har-jit, ii. 48 

Hardwick's Christ and other Musters, 
i. 21, 50-61 

Hardy, Spence, i. 189, 195, 205, 221, 
227, 255 ti. 10. 28J, 289, 30fi 

— Eastern MouHclusm, 255 n. 10, 281 

— Manual of Buddhism, 282 
bari, ii. 181 

Harit, Haritas (Seven Sisters), ii. 48, 
134, 130, 137, 141, 142 n. 04, 143 
n. 04, 181, 204 
Harlequin, ii. 230, 264 
Harley, Ijord, ii. 95 
Harold Fairbair, ii. 194 
Hartung, ii. 55 n. 26 
liiiru-spex, ii. 177 
Hustings, AVarren, i. 185 
liuug, Dr. Martin, i. 104-119, 118 n. 

1. 120-28, 129 n. 1, 137, 140-42, ' 
146, 163 I 

— Essays on the Sacred Language 

. . . of the Parsers, i. 118 n. 1, ] 37 j 

— A liccture on un Original Speecii, 

■ 129 n. 1 ! 

HaviUh, i. 148 
hazanm, i. 83 ; ii. 53 
Heaven, i.334, 335, 340 ; ii. 229, 2G2, | 
271, 272 

— belief in tlie briglit g«)ds of, ii, 229 

— heart of, i. 334, 335, 340 

— diderent ways to ascend from 
earth to, ii. 271 

Helm, ii. 92 

Hebrc-w, i. 11, 22, 133, 13;., 113, UO, j 
148, 150, 154, 163, 1S»8, 367, ii. », 
230, 231 

— translation of Kalila Himna, ii. 
230, 231 

— verb ‘ barA,’ i. 135 
Hecate, Hukate, i. 363 ; ii. 77 
Hecuba, i. 159 

Hegel, 1 . 21, 223, 286; ii. 144 

— logic of, i. 286 

—’h Philosophy (»f Eeligion. i. 21 
Hegelian law.s of thought, L'r. ix. 
heifer, ii. 44 
53 

iKdrtpos, ii. 248 
inar^v, ii. 53 

‘'EicaTOs, ‘Eua-Hj/SoXos, ii. 77 
4Ki;p3s, iKvpd, ii. 31 
Helena, ii. 10, 143 n. 64 
Helgi, ii. 194 

Hellos, ii. 75,81, 102, 161, 168 

— cattle of (days), 168 
^\ios, ii. 77 {&euTt\f^n), 82, 133 
Hell, j. 47; ii. 199, 238, 269, 287 

— bridge of, ii. 269 


HIE 

HoU, German g(»ddess, ii. 238 

— is cold to the iiortliorn, hot to tliQ 
eastern nations, ii. 287 

Hellas, ii. 143, 152 
Hellen, ii. 71, 72 
Hclhiquin, ii. 236, 264 
Helps, A. (History of the Spanish 
Conquest in Araorica), ii. 241,213 
n. 4, 329 n. 5 
fj/uop, ii. lo9 u. 52 
llemcru. ii. 79 
^;ui<ru, ii. 69 
ivbcKa, ii. 53 

ITeng-ho (Ganges), i. 263 
Hongist, followers of — and Ho 
ii. 193 

H(‘notlicism, i. 352, 355 
heord. ii. 29 n. 13 
‘'Ewf, ii. 133 
4jrTt£. ii. 53 

ITcrfi, llcre.ii. 116,(worshlpin Argos), 
181 

llerakleilos meraklitus, J’r. xxix. ii. 
11, 12, 263 

HcraUes. i. 243, ii. 9!, 92, 90, 111. 
115, 116. 150, 151, 174, 187, 188, 
211 

— twohdd character of — as a god 
n7id a hero, i. 243 

— d4'uth of, ii. 91. Ill 

— inythe of, ii. 115, 116 

— names of, ii. 91 

— Solar hero, ii. 91 

— a real Vntraljan, ii. 188 
Heraklidje, Hcrakltis nat ional god 

the, ii. 116 

Herat, ba/iiars of. ii. 263 
herbalist, symbolic emblem for an, i. 
319 

llennanfried, ii. 114 
Hermanricus, ii. 115 
(ptirfvtvw, ii. 142 n. 64 
llerme.s, Pr. xxxi.; i. 365, 370 ; ii. 16, 
151, 156, 188 

— Tri.smt'gistus, Pr. xxxi. 

'Zpfiijs, ii. 142 n. 64, 143 

n. 64 

Hermippus of Alexandria, i. 90 

(pvfrop, ii. 44 

Horse blow), U. 81, 88, 80 

ipaii, ii. 89 n. 42, 90 n. 42 

Hesiod, theogony of, ii. 68 n. 30, 187 

H<*«peride8 (Evening Star), ii. 67 

4(jTto, ii. 90 n. 42, 142 n. 64 

Hobus (Ksns), i. 23 n. 67 

€|, ii. 53 

75/)ir, ii. 89 n. 41 

Hieratic, ii. 298 n. 4, (figures, in¬ 
scriptions, systoih), 299 u. 4 
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niE 

Hieroglyphic MSS. of America, i. 
32.'», .r26 

Hieroglypl7ics, Mexican, i. 322 
Up6$, i. 136 

Ilighlaiuls.tiiles of the West,li. 242-52 
iKfr4<rios, Zf4/s, ii. 73 
Huii&'a, forest of, i. 289 
Himalaya, i.tiS, 05; ii. 32. 117 
Himalayan countn<-s, ii. 258, 293 

— mountains, i. 259 
Himyaritie inscripti(»n.s, i. 376 
Hindu g^sis, ii. 79 

— tho ancient — believed in immor¬ 
tality, ii. 268 

—' Mfmasteries, in Chinese, i. 294 

— Moon, Hindu representation of an 
oelips<‘ of the muon, ii. 275 

— philosophy and religion, i. 188 

— physiogn(jniy. diffirence in the 
physiognomy of t he Uludu popula¬ 
tion. ii. 327 

— tijeatre, ii. 117 n. 55 

— widows. thesuj>p(*sed Vaidik autho¬ 
rity' for the burninuof, (Wilson;, ii. 
36*11. 18 

Himlustaui, i. 119. ii. 201, 226,228, 
249, 263, 326 (:i Sanskrit dialect) 
hidrtS, ii. 29 n. 13 

Hiouen-thsang. i. 13, 14, 261, 20.5, 
214. 219, 236, 237, 25th 2.>0. 2(50, 
265-69, 271--77, 292, 297, 298. ii. 
315 

— bio-raphy of, i. 236, 2.56 ff 

— 740 lKM»ks in 1,335 to! um«^s, trans¬ 
lated l»y. i. 276 

— life and travels of, ii. 201,265,292 
itrtro/SovfcoAos, ii. 28 
]Iip}v>kentjiur, ii. 2, 144 
Jlippomms, ii. 176 

tjriros, ii. 44 

hirawy'ara, ii. 47 

7(rTwp, ii. 90 n. 42 

llisiorv of ('entnil America, i. 316 

— of the Christian CIuutIi (Nuiinler), 
i. 282 

— of Christianity (Dean Milmuii), i. 
286 

— of On^ece (Crote), ii. 3 

— legendary histories of India, ii.305 

— of the Five Nations (Golden), i. 316 

— of Ancient Sanskrit literature (Max 
Miillcr), i. 1 n. 1, 9 n.4. 11 u. 5,29 
II. 9. 39 n. 18, 109 n. 2, 110 n. 3, 
367 n. 4, 378 n. 5 

nitopade.m, i. 313; ii. 230, 232-35 
Hoang-ho (Yellow Jliver), i. 2C8 
Itoder, it. 111 

Hodgson, Drian H^mghton, i. 189--94, 
196, 200, 201, 281, 283 n. 2 


HVI 

Ilodr, ii. 113 
Hoeili, i. 236 n, 1 
Hooi-seug, travels of, i. 260 
Hog, ii. 44 
JTrigni, ii. 113 

Ho-kialu (VyAkarawa), i. 296 
lloimberg. i. 339 n, 6 
Sxoi, ii. 177 

HoUzmann, Prof., i. 131 
lloma, i. 98 (Le Dieu Homa), 179 
Homer, i. 22, 26, 90,93,133, 136, 137, 
379; ii. 12, 22, 49, 62, 71, 72. 78, 
80, 84, 8.5, 92, 108, 109, 145, 165- 
57, 168, 178, 186, 188, 198, 204, 
255, 256 

— Greek of, ii. 256 

— Hymn. Merc., ii. 188 
\’o8s, translator of, ii. 147 

Homonymes, ii. 74 
Hong Kong, i. 305 n. 1 
Horan, ii. 60 

Horsa, followers of Hengist and, ii. 
193 

horse, ii. 44, 134-36 
hurt,us, ii. 42 
liosp(Hlar, ii. 40 
lfo.sianos, Pr. xxxi. 
hostes, ii. 190 

Hotars (rwiters), i. 108, 109, 109 u. 

2 ; (sitjtta lioOtrs, see Hotri) 
ITotrA.'ta^nsiii, i. 109 n. 2 
Hotri, priest., ii. 38 
Hottentots, ii. 213, 21.5, 221, 272 

— their stories of Konaixl tho Fox, ii. 
215, 272 

Howard, Mr., i. 104, 117, 120 

Hrolf Gauger, ii. 193 

Hue, Abbe, i, 190 n. 3, 265, 280, 285 

ITudibras, Sir, ii. 277 

liuiz, ii. 45 

JIumlKddt (Alex, and Wilh. v.), i. 65, 
236, 261, 325; ii. 152, 275 
Huns of Attila, ii. 114 
JIuu-Ahpn, j. 337 
Jlun-Ahpn-Vnch,). 334 
bund, ii.'44 

Hungarian, i. 192, 193 
Hungary, i. 192, 193, 298 
Ihntter (Annals of Jiural Bengal), 
Pr. xviii. n. 3 
hurdle, ii. 28, 29 
bus, li. 44 

Husain V^air., ii. 230 
Iluzvarosh translation of the Zend- 
Avesta,!. 90, 91, 93, 94 
ln'ail.ei, ii. 45 
hveit. ii. 45 
j llvorgflniir, ii. 210 
hvit, ii. 45 
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HTA 

hyd, i. 131 

Hyilo. Professor at Oxford, i. 163 

vei, Zf{fS, ii. 76 

{ryph K4\6vda, il. 49 

vt6s, ii. 30 n. 14 

llymcttos, 91 

hymn (Mantra), i. 10. 12, 13, 15, 18, 
19, 26, 29. 31, 34 seq). 

— to Agni, i. 34 

— from I ho Atharvaveila, i. 41 

— to Indra, i, 31 

— to tin* Maruts (Itudras), i. 34, seqq. 

— to I’slias, i. 36. 37 

— to Varu/;a, i. 39, 43 
{nr4p, ii. 28 n 12 
ivf'pfiopov. i. 244 
Vvep$fv, il. 68 
v<paiv{a, ii. 46 
Hypuos, ii. 66, 68 
ifiT6, ii. 32 11.14 

0s, ii. 44 


J ACK and tlio lloanstnlk, storv of, 
271 

Jack the Giantkillor. ii. 217 
Jacob, Pr, xi.: i. 369, 370 
Jacob, son of Lets, i. 97 
•laggernath, i. 58 
Jaiive, i. 159 
.lain. i. 182 
lambics, i. 16 
janitricps, i. 31 
Japan, i. 190 
Japliel, i. 148 
— laiignagc of, ii. 2.58 
Jardini', Ji,»epli, i. 308 
jatrow, ii. 31 

Java, idea of a bridge of hell in, ii. 
209 

javai, ii. 45 
Jarjin, i. 148 
Jaxartes, i. 157. 159 
Iberians, i. 318; ii. 278 (couTadc 
amf)ng the) 

Iwland, i. 244; ii. 11,79. 192-09, 
254 

— Missionaries in, ii. 194, 195 
— tho Norsemen in, ii. 192-99 
— dispoveml, peopled, civilised by 
Norsemen, ii. 194 
— pagan }w)etry of, ii, 195 
— religious gysU^m of, ii. 196 
Icelandic, ii. 192, 195-97, 203, 222 
—- Kdda, ii. 222 

— r<*mains of Teutonic heathendom 
only found in, ii. 192 
Idk, ii. 104 (Ai<7a, Purdrara^ son of), 
108, 141 


IJfD 

IdaeuR. ii. 115 
*]3atot, ii. 91 
l():is, ii. 71 

-*5tjs. dorivativea in -twv and -tUnj. ii. 
155 

.Tohangir. ii. 34 

Jclmva, Jehovah, i. 127. 135 ; ii. 346 
Jemsliid, i. 06. 98. 100, 102, 180 
Jeremiah, i. 318, 370-72 
Jesuit, Pr. xvi.; i. 306: ii. 283 

— missionaries, i. 306 (in China and 
India), ii. 283 

.Tethro, i. 370 

Jews, sacred hfMiks of the, i. 3 

— number of, i. ICl, 162, 216 n. 9 
— Persian Capt ivilv of the, i. 162 

-- religion of the. Pr. xii.; i. 55, 113 
(began unth sacrifice) 

— bridge of hell imagined by the, ii. 
269 

Jesvish divines, i. 135 

— ideas, i. 92, 149 (in the Koran) 

— traditions in, i. 160 
I Jin, i. 372 

I Ikshvtiku, race of, ii. 340 
Ilpa, Ilya, i. 209 
ini, ii. 19 

Immortality, i. 45, 46, 47 n. 22; 
j 268-72 

- belief in, among the Choctaws, ii. 
271 

-the Greenlanders, ii. 269 

-•—the ancient Hindus <iij per- 

Ronal immortaiity, iminorlaiiiy of 
tile soul), i. 45, 4(;. 47 n. 22, ii. 2GH 

— secured by a son. i.46 
-Indians of South America, 

ii. 269. 270 

..- Mamlans, ii. 270 

-New Hollamh'rs, ii. 272 

iinjicdimeiita, iiupclimenUi, ii. 189 n. 
12 

imjjorjttor, ii. 261 
iiu'ii. i. 2-13; ii. 116 n, 54 
inc<*sfnni, ii. 289 
inchita, ii. 104 n. 50 
India, Animals, names of domestic, 
the Nune in England and in —, ii.43 
— Arithmetic, c.-’inic to the Ambs 
directly from, ii. 295 

— burial in, ii. 36 n. 18 

— civilisation, early, of —, i. 271 

— lliah'cts, popular d. of —, i. 303 
— J'iibJes, migratiojj of, from — to 

ICiiropc, ii. 231, 234 
— Historj' of, ii. 206 
— I*anguago of, i. 12, 22, 362; ti. 168, 
182, 226. 230, 257, 326 
— Laws aud customs in, ii. 205 
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IND 

Indiji, Loffondnry history of, ii. HO') 

— Tiirriniiiu.s in — hoibre the Aryan 
(•()D(jiu*sl. ii. 326 

Imlia West. Imliesb n. 282, 284 
Jndian (of Anu^rirab Pr. ix. xvii.; i. 
314-8. 320-1; ii, 270, 2/6 

— of (''aitral America, i. 314 

— h>vc Moiip, i. 320 

— inscrijAiuns, i. 3J8 

— picture writing, i. 317 

— Red Indians, i. 315 

— Siiporstitioiis of tlie Sioux Indians 
of Nortli Ann'rica, ii, 317 

— tribes, i. 316 (Sclioolcrjift on-), 

321, 322 

• - s;n‘re\l wrltinjis of the, i. 314 
linlira (»f M<’g:istheiii‘S. i. 234 n. 15 
Indisi he Studien, i. 117 n. 5, ii. 138 
n. 60 

Judra, i. 19, 2.1. 27-0, 31-3, 42, 43, 
47, 69, 100, 101, Mo. M6. 239.247, 
364. 3()o, 367; ii. 29. 76. 94. 97. 
107, 117, 12.'), 128-30, 13H, 173, 
179. 181-5, 188. 191 n. 12, 236, 
237. 327-8, 331-3. .336 

— bow of. ii. 12.5, 128 

— Rrahnian creatt'd, ii. 336 

— Figlil between—and Vritni, i. 155 

— Horses of. ii, 138 

— Hymn to, i. 31 seqq.; ii. 327 

— Name of of Indian growtli 
(.lupili r Plnviusb ii. 184 

— /I'ibhn e]>itln-t of. ii. 130 

— Storms, god of, ii. 236 
indii, ii. J 8 I 

Indns, i. 63, 83, 143 n. I, 146, 1.57, 
250. 275 

imlnvia-, ii. 189 n. 12 
lntaniici<lt“. ii. 31(». .317. 310 
j t!gnas,sub«mlina1o chmiojis. i. 42 n. 20 
ljiscn]>tioneH (Orelli), i. H5 ii. 1 

— JT<4v< ti<’a‘ (Moniinseu), i. 23 n. 7 
Inscriptions, Aclia'nnmian, i. 92, 122, 

264. 377; ii. 289-300 

— of Ardesliir, i. 91 

— Habyloi'ian, i. 116 

— Bnetro-.Piili, ii. 298 

— Gr«-ek. i. 376 

—~ Hieratic, ii. 298 n. 4 

— Hieroiclypldc, j.. 322, 326 

— llimyaritic, i. 376 

— Kupurdigiri, ii. 257, 298 

— Sassanian, {, 91 

— Sinaitic. 5. 377 

— Taxiln, i. 299 
Instinct. dl\nno. i. 373 

— religious, i. 351 

insula, ii. 49 ,, 

Joannes de Plano Carpini, ii. 275 


JUP 

I Job, book of, i. 133, 233, 361-3 
I .locaste, .Tokaste, ii. 164, 171 
Joel, Ibildii, tTimslator of Kalila 
I l>imua, ii. 2.30 

; Joguth (’hundra Gangooly, Pr. xxii. 

( n. 5 

.Tohn of Capua, ii. 230 
J<il)n.stoii. Sir Alexander, i. 194 
lole, ii. 92 
lolkos, ii. 70 

-ttpi', derivations in-twrand -tSijv.ii. 155 
doiics. Sir William, i. 6S, 82, 92, 119, 
186, 189, 223; ii. 213 (on Zuiid- 
Avesta), 305 
Tonians, i. 332 
J'lniiunrek, ii. 115 
.lornandfs, i. 199; ii. 115 
i6s, |M)i.son, ii. 92 
Joslnia, bcM)k of, i. 135, 308 
J.jtunheim, ii. 210 
Iran, i. 63, 158 

Iranian, i. 87 (nations). 148. 151,157, 

! 160; ii. 207 (world-tree) 

j Iranic laniruage, ii. 9 
; Ir‘‘land. Ii. 2.52, 257 
j Celtic vernaculars of, 257 
i Ircnfried, i. 114 

; Irish, i. 23 n. 8 (Old); ii. 22, 41. 41, 

I 46. 5t>, 169 (St, Patrick converted 
I ^ the—) 

; iron, ii. 47 
IriKjuois country, \. 316 
Isaac. Pr. xi.; i. 154, 158. 373 
Isaiah, i. 94 

j J.N'ana crcatcil ]>y Brahman, ii. 336 
j Isfcndiyar. ii. Ill 
j i^liira, lively, i. 136 n. 3 
I Xarcap, Ii. 90 n. 42 
I Isvara (I^ord) of the Yogins, i. 229 
i fraAoy, ii. 44 

! Italy, language of. ii, 257. 261 

— laws and i-nstonis in. ii. 265 
[ — literature of, ii. 13 

‘ — name for (3od the same in India, 
Greece, and —, ii. 227 
Itineraries of the fifty-six (Chinese) 
monks, i. 260 

Julien, Stanislas, i. 14. 189. 201, 206, 
207 n. 7, 214 n 8, 236, 237. 200, 
264-6, 277, 279, 282, 292, 293,' 
296, 297, 303 ; ii. 236 

— (Collections of fables iHscovcred in 
Chinese by, ii. 236 

— Pelerins Roudd]iiste.s. i. 214 n. 8 
Ju])if.er (dyu, skv). i. 23. 26, 30, 239, 
363, 367: ii. 75. 167, 184, 2U 
— Optinius Maximus, i. 363 
— Pluviiis, ii. 184 
— Kub Jove frigido, iii 75 
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JUS 

.Tusti, T)r. V., i. 142; ii. 104 n. 60 
Justinus Martyr, Vr. zxix., 

Jurmann. i. 136 n. 2 
Ixtlilxuchitl, i. 326 
Iziuganokwano ucnsiimansumane np- 
zindaba zabanta (Nursery Tales of 
the Zulus, by the Kev. H. Calla- 
■way), ii. 211 u. 1 


T^-ABlTIi, i. 272 
JY KabulisUn, i. 270, 275 
kadainba irf*^ ii. 126 
Kafir dialects, ii. 221 

— race, ii. 213 

Kaitru mouth ( April), i. 116 
i&aksh (u’ith vi), ii. 102 
^'akmv&ka, ii. 126 
Kal)aiitJika. monastory of, i. 216 
KaKeiv, ii. 32 n. 16 
Tuili. ii. 77, 313 

Kalidasa, IV. xviii.; i. 68; ii. 101,1)7 j 
Kalila Ditmia, ii. 230, 231, 233 | 

Kaliyuga, the laws of the — written 
by ParA.sara. ii. 364 
Kaljush {Koijush, Kolosh), i. 339 
Kalpa, i. 272 
Kalyke, ii. 81, 83 
Ka\virroo, ii. 83 
Kama, ii. 138 n. 61, 140, 141 
Kamoh.'wlals. coromonial sins of, ii. 276 i 
Kamschatka, ii. 281,284 (Koriaks of”) 
Kamlala, lowest “Utcast, must liv<^ 
out of town, son of a iSfidra fatlicr 
and a llrahmanic mother, ii. 314, 
346, 347 
Kamlra, i. 239 
Kaudragiipta, i. 11, 224, 226 
Kan j ur (I Jkah-hgyur, Kah-gvur), 

193 

Kanne’e Mythology, ii. 70 n. 31 
kans, ii. 44 
I^atzra, i. 36 

Kany&ktd)^a, Giidhi, king of, i, 330 
Kapila, i. 218, 227-32, 264; ii. 261, 
306 

— aj^horisnis of, i, 232 ; ii. 261 

an Atheistic philosopher, Uderaled 
by the Brahmans, ii. 306 
“ fititras of, i. 228 
Kapilavastu (eubslanco of K?ipihi?), 
i. 210, 214, 217-9, 223, 227, 237 
Kciirpes, ii. 44 

Kapunligiri, Edicts of A.soka pre- 
Bprv(xl ou the rocks of Bhauli, 
Girnar and —, i. 257, 298 

— ntimerals in the inscriptions of, ii. 
298 

^•iu’a?ia, ii. 303, 


Kno 

Karanga, i. f33 
Kopes ^ap$ap6<ptiivot, ii. 178 
Karia, ii. 8J. 83 
Kd^^aif i. 160 n, 2 
kartii (pit), i. 47 
Kdrlikcya, ii. 124 
karwar, i. 60, 61 

Kashmir, i. 258 (Buddhism spnad 
tol, 276, 293 

K6/u A//6ta«itru, king of, ii. 342 
ifofreniw, ii. 46 

KL'Jvapa. i. 284, 296; ii. 338 

— 0-ompilt5r of (he Aljhidharnm of th<‘ 
Tripltoka. t. 284 

— Pariwurtlnia gires tho earth to, ii. 
338 

K&«vapiyas (Kia-yo-i), i. 296 
KaraffVb), ii. 46 
i('a.fur, ii. 137 
X'jitvAras, ii. 33 

KAryAyana, i. 14, 216 (disciple 4'!' 

Ihiddha) 

Kaunos. ii. 71 
Icsnirn, ii. 45 

Katishitaki-hrAhma/m-upani^had (dl- 
itrd by (S)\vell), ii. 342 u. 6 
Kaurikji, IL 341 

K<*l]y, W. K. (ruriosifies of Indo- 
Eimipean Tradition ami Folklon ). 
ii. 200 n. 1, 201-3. 200-9 
i- 313 

Kcnu'on piYunontor}', ii. 91 
Kephalo.s, ii. 86-8, 90, 91, 110 
Kcr, ii. 66 

K'Tala, law in, ii. 320 
j Kerbenvs (tlie dark one), ii. 186-9, 
191 n. 17 

idenliOcalion of, with the Sanskrit 
.<}aiTafa. ii. 186 
Ker^'.-^A-vpa. i. 98. 99; il. 173 
keturi, ii. 63 
kbatl, i. 86 n. 1 
Khai Kho.sru, i. 33 n. 16 
Klndifs, i. 97, 176; ii. 290, 293, 294, 
296 

— AlniAmun, ii. 290, 294 
— Almansur, ii. 294 
— Omar, i. 176 
— IValid, ii. 293 
X7/andas, i. 84, 86, 124 

— period, i. 108, 114 
KTiandoga, i. 86 n. 1 
A7/Audog;y'a-upanishad, i. 70 u. 2; ii. 

342 n.'7 • 

Z'/mrdis, it. 29 n. 12 
Khasgar, i. *276 
Khian-Lurig, i. 193 
Khi-nip, travels of,ji. 260 
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KHO 

Kliordclj .Avcstii, i. 17»3 1 

Klioreue, of, i. 101 

Khosru N\isiiirraii, ii. 230, 235 

Klioteji, i. 275 

klivrtr, ii. 172 

Ki<ia, Pro!*., i. 307 

Kimt'lii, H. !>., i. 134 

Kin{>;, i. 1K2. 308. 309 

t.li« livf kinjTs of the Confucians, 
Yih, Shoo. Shy. Lo Ivc aud Chun- 
Tsew, 182. 308, 300 i 

Kinj», kin^shij*. ii. 41, 260 

— w<tnls for, ii. 260 
KiniislK»rt)U^!i. i. 322 
Kingsley, ii. 223 

Kirtrum, niviabor of 1‘arsis in, i, 1G2 

/ itras, ii. 134 

Klapr(»(h, i. 266 

Klfuim, I’v. Guslav, ii. 267 

k\4os (srnv.is, i,*hn)>, i. 2G3 

KWri, ii. 104 t». r><) 

Kiotho, ii. 157 1 

Kniizhton. of Cevlon, 5. 255 ' 

n. 10 “ I 

Knobol. i. 113 n. 1 I 

know, t<j, ii. 251, 255 i 

Kojjiish (Knljn.s)i. Koioshl, i. 339 
Ku-lo-kfou-lo (3{ahnla). i. 263 j 

Kolosh (Kalju.vh, Koljushj, i. 339 j 

Krt\7roy. ii. 82 i 

tca/fjiTi, ii. 42 

Konu7igr. Kunffr. ii. 260 
Kr.j>}»oii (Dio Kcligion d^a Buddha), i. ! 
103 n. 4 

Ivomn, 2h‘. xii. xiv.; i. 6, 13, 22, 182, 

KfU'iaks in Kaintscliatka, ii. 284 
K'inis, Osunia <h', i. 180, 102-4, 196 
Kovala. i. 217 
kraal, ii. 21-J, 219 
Krapf, i. 3o6 

Kmvya-jui (Kpeas-iiw), ii, 4G 
Kp€Q>^yot, ii. 40 
KrifnihilU ii. Ill, 114 
Kn.vafiva, i. 98, 99 
Kn.shwa, ii. 78, 313 
Kriiavirya, ii. 33S 

Kroniw.i. 'iX.an, .tfiO: ii. 12, 73 n. :i2 | 
Kp6i>os, Kpoviwif, KpoviSitsMi. 155, 156 j 
Kshatriva. i. 208, 210. 203; ii. 303. | 
327, 336-0, 311-6, 34vS. 353. 359 

— - Buddha hy hiWh a — , i, 210 

■— oxpiv-ssytl in Chineses hy Tcbali, i. 
263 

— colour of the - iBred, ii. 327 

llic cause of llioir destruction, ii. 1 
338, 339 ( 

Mami wu.s birth a K5^aiiyu or 
- , ii. 341 

C 


LAN 

— Virafivat, the father of Mann, is 
called the seed of all tho —, ii. 342 

kehAyathiya, ii. 40 
knee, ii, 44 

Xudic races, i. 237 n. 3, 238 n. 3 
Kuhn, i. 85 n. 1, 135 n. 2, 130 n. 3 ; 
ii. 29 u. 13, 49 n. 24, 50 n. 25, 04 
n. 28, 86 n. 38, 93 n. 44, 96 n. 45, 
104 n. 50. 107 n. 51, 112 n. 53,112 
n. 64, 144, 145, 171 n. 2, 177, 180, 
182, 191 n. 15, 202-4, 208, 209 

— Zeitschrift fiir verglcichcn»Je 
Sprachforsehung, i. 85 n. 1. 135 n. 
2, 136 n. 3; ii. 29 n. 13. 49 u. 24, 
64 D, 28, 86 n. 38, 112 n. 53, 144, 
171 n. 2. 177 II. 5. 180, 182, 191 n. 
15 

— l>h‘ Ilerahkunft. dcs Feuers, ii, 107 
n. 50, 202 

Kufah, i. 95 
kula. caste, ii. 303 
Kidins, ii. 351 
l‘ur)tii iground\ ii. 45 
Kwnik<hetra. ii. 105 
Kiish///a (cinhodinieiit of Soma'i, ii. 
206-9 

Kn.«ika. royal race of the. ii. 339 

Ku.dnAgara, i. 214, 217 

Kusti, i. 167 

Kutsa, i. 33 

kncly-s, ii. 4*5 

Xyarana. ii. 128 

Kvci>y, ii. 44, 188 

K^'ivnc, riiythe of, ii.70 


Laboulayt!, i. 221 
Lacedogiui, ii. 19<» n. 12 
Jiachysis, ii. 157 
Adxrw, ii. 47 

iacruma. ii. 189 n. 12 
L;uloii, ii. 162 

Lafontainc, fables de, ii, 229, 235 
La'ios. ii. 170, 171 
AaKttv, to bai'k. ii. 188 
J^ikonic, ii. 133 
lal, ii. 266 

Lalita-Vistara (Life of Buddha). 
201, 206, 209, 214. 216, 258 n. 14. 
259 

Lama of Tibet, i. 100, 193 
lautt, ii. 4 7 
Landresse, i. 261 
lame. i. 135 

Language of the Acha'inoniaiis. i. 8i 
87 

— nature of the CIuuese,‘S. 294 
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— no new —, ii. 2«)H 

— monosyllabit', i. 22 

— E-seny on the Orifzin ^T, i. 838 

— boionVo of, Pr. xi. xix. xxii.; ii. 
240, 253, 257. 258, 282, 2().*> 

— Lectures on the Scioneo <>f (Mux 
MiiUer), ii. 41 n. 22, 45 n. 23, 96 n. | 
45 juni u. 46, 1.31 ii. 58 

— 8einiti(*, i. 3*12 n. 1 I 

— survey ttf (M. Muller j. i, 2.38 n. 3 j 

— Tiimuian, ii. 73 ii. 3.3. 181 n. 8 ! 

— \Vtl.j, laii^ua^e an<.l jji'ninmar of i 

the, ii. 307 I 

lanitrer, ii. 178, 183 ■ 

Laukavatar;i, truiuslnted l*y Buruouf, { 

i. 284 n. 3 

Lamnedou, ii. 97, HO 
\a6s, ii. 12, 28. 171 u- 2, 190 
Ljiott«c, IV. xiii. xxvii.; i. 51, 54, 187, 
21(5 n. 9, 25 8, 2(57 . 293 

— doctrines of, i. 258, 293 

— followers of, i. 210 n. 9 

— relijiiou of, Pi*, xiii.; i. 187 

— M'orks of, i. 267 
XafpPii, ii. 171 a. 2 
Laps, i. 238 n. 2 
Laphuid, ii. 9. 242. 240, 2(50 
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— Alps. ii. 206 

Las Ca.sa.*', i. 323 

Lfisseii, i. 87. 91, 130-2, 186, 200. 264, 
290, 300, 343 ; ii. 2.'), 190 n. 13 
Latin jrraniDmrlun, i. 242 • 

— oh], ii. 55 

Jjjitonian cave. ii. 81, 82, 80 ' 

Latinos, ii. 81. 83 
lidtonn, ii. 83 

L.»uer (System of Greek Mvthologry), 

ii. 82 n. 37, 145 

hmtia, li. 189 u. 3 2 , 

Law, uncient (Mr. Maine), ii. 203 
JjawK of Kali^uga, written by J\-ira- 
/ara, ii. 354 

— of Manu, i. 18, 51. 68 ; ii- 305, 308, 
31(», 343, 345, 354 

— old Sutras, or law books, ii. 308 
Lazarus, Prof., i. 267 

Lecomte, Pr. xvi. 
ii. 72 

Legend.s, i. 195 n. 5; ii. 159-74, 200, 
215, 247, 248, 263, 317 
■— Aryan, iir 248 

— Basut-o, ii. 215 

--German, ii. 174 v 

— Groak, iV, 159-174 
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- liKht-Eurot)enn, ii. 247 
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(Sp. Hardy), i. 195 n. 5 
Lcgerlotz. i. 85 n. 1 ; ii. 90 n. 45 
Lcgge. James (The (’biqese classics 
cdit(i.l by), i. 305 u. 1, 307, 308 
Legnind d'Aussv, ii. 278 
Kfla, ii. 28 n. 12 
Leis. .fucob s<»n of, i. 97 
Lo Kc (Kceord of Kites, fourth king), 
i. 308. 309 

Ij(.*outoph'»ute.e[. ii. 189 
Loophoiites {/\€aKp6vrr]s). ii. 171 n. 2. 
390. 191 

Lepsins, l>r. (alphabet of), ii. 221 
Leto, ii. 83 
J-eliish, ii. 27, 44 
L('ukadiau jnou))tains, ii. 91 
lj( uki}*]adcs, il. 95 
levir, il. 31. 189 n. 12 
Huvis. Sir G. (’., i. 332 ; ii. 270 
Lewis, account of the belief of llio 
Mandau'', ii. *27(5 
Lhassa. i. 193, 265 
Libya. Kyrene in, ii. 70 
i.b'hit'liau islands, ii. 91 
Lichas. ii. 91 
Vth. il. 189 n. 12 
Limi.s. i. 74 

lip, tu aunint, ii. 189 n. 12 
Ajira. fat, ii. 189 n. 32 
xifTKos. ii. 173 u. 2, 190 u. 12 
Lila*, ii. 72 

Lithuanian, i. 82; ii. 19. 20, 22. 3o n. 
14. 31, 30, 40, 42, 44-0, 53. 03, lo l. 

, 2*29. 329 

j Lilfre. i. 19t» 

; Livredes Sauvages, i. 311, 315, 310. 
322 

; Livro dcs LuTyierts. (M)mj'ose p.ir le 
' Sage P>iipay. ii. 231 

i I.lcwellyn, J Vince L., and his hound 
(JellcH. ii. 234 

j Lobeck, ii. 16 n. 7 ('.\ghiophamu.“). 

: 182 n. 9 (1)0 IVollie.si et Aplue- 

resi) 

; lo-ebe (raz/as, du.sl ), i. 302 
! Ii*»go.‘-, Pr. jftiix. 

; Aoves, ii. 72 
■ Lohi’asp. i. 150 
Lok, ,H>ki, ii. Ill, 238 
ioky-s, ii. 44 
loimu), lomasya, ii. 178 
Lord of the ji/ure surface, i. 334 
— of th(‘ greeu planispiHTc, i. 334 
liougobardi. Jesuit, Pr. xvi. 
lorica, ii. 189 n^ul'i 

I Lotu-s de lu bonne Loi (Burnouf), i. 
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222 n. 1, 248 n. G, 253 n. 8, 254 n. 
9. 281 

Lubbocl^ Sir .1.. ii. 31 n. 15 
I^iicina, i. 3G3 ; ii. 77 
lucrii, lucriuj), ii. (>5 
Ludlow, Major, ii. 38 u. 20 
Luna, i. 3G3 ; ii. 77 
lAiuar raoe, ii. 81 
Lunar zodiao (Nakshatm), i. IIC 
Lun Yu (oouvorsalions between Con- 
fn«du.s aiul bii^ <iif<ciplfjj, first Siioo), 
1.300,311 
lu(», ii. J89 n. 12 
lupus, ii. -14 

J.urJjcnui iijlssions lu India, ii. 307 
Lycia. ii. 71. 75 

— A]>oIlofa!si*ly cullt d son <if (Aiafijyc- 
PVs). ii. 75 

J.vi'urpus, L>kui‘jLros, j. 74 ; b. 12 
■Lycl). Sir tii. 226 
ii. 75 

\vKos. ii. 44 
)yiiii)his. ii. ISt) n. 12 
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MubiUon. ii. 217 
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riatioi, i. 4 n. 2, ii. 265; 

Alaid’lde of Soinh l ist, ii. 24 1, 24.7 
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Madliu.-^udaiia, ii. 342 
M.iilra.s. ii. 3o7, 315. 316, 357 
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nuia’. ii. 65 

Mai:a<Uja, i. 107, 215-7, 225, 300; ii. 
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— - f'aste of llie Ala^iadhas, ii. 348 
nia”alh-.«. ii. 66 

AIa;ri:iii, Pr. xxxi.: i. 21 (sacrod Ix^ok.s 
of the 120 (religion) 

Magisni, i. 48. 151 
Tnagus (son), ii. (>6 

MaUfibiidmta, i. 51. 68, 8G. 158. 283 ; 
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Atahddeva, ii. 77 

Alahtlnjlma, <roD)pilcrof the Alab&van* 
sa. i. 190 
Af/ihusena, i. 200 
Mahavanwa, i. 194, 195, 199, 257 
— liistory of Coybm, 195> 

Mahendra, rHru.5iir5ma retires to, ii. 
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! Mahi, ii. 74 
jMaliimAtA, ii. 112 ii.G3 
MahinAviit, ii. 20 

Mahinda, son of Axoka. i. 107,198 
Mahmud the Great (Oaznesvidu), i. 97 
Al-ahonmied, aoe MohiiniTucd 
Maliratt.i. it. 32G 

Miihreljen, i. 33G; it. 159, 201, 202, 
213. 22G-8, 237, 2G3, 273 
Alaid, ii. G6 
Alaigrot, Pr. xvi. 

Alain, K., i. 314 

Alaino. Air. (on Anclont Law), ii, 261 
Alaitrt, love-, all virtaes spring from, i, 
222 

makltslii, ii. 44 
fiaKft6%\ ii. GO 
j jnaksbihn. ii. 44 

j Alalubar, i. 275; ii. 177, 320, 35G 
j — eojisl. i. 275, ii. 177 

law on marriage in, ii. 320 
( Alahieea. i. 307 

Malay, i. 22. 58 ; ii. 200, 271. 285 
— islands, language of the, i. 22 
1 -- I'l'ninsula, ii. 206, 285 
1 — stories tVoni the — distriet.s, ii. 271 
' - wild tribes of tht‘, ii. 2QG 
' Alidayo-Puiynesians, i. 102 
; Aluleolm. Sir John, i. 102 
; Alalika (King), i. 304 
■ juttAAoj, ii. 182 u, 9 
' maluna-s, ii. 46 
I Alan, jj. 198. 284, 324, 337 
I — Ainof or llain' Mean ji. 281 
i - Alen cre ated out of an asl) tree. 198 
I — the Gri-utioii of the Gods was a 
I ])relude to the creation of, 337 
j Alanali, i. 377 
! AlaiuJakiiii, ii. 124 
j MaWala. ii. 180 

i Mandan's l)elief in a future state, ii. 
j 270 

j Alandshu, i. 190 
I Mai'U‘.s, ii. 205 
I Alaiietiuj, i. 326 
I Aiani, i. 223 
j Alanieiia'ans. i. 223 
I Alanners an<l C«ston»s of the Parsees, 
The |[)v Itadahhai Naorojik i. 161 
n. l.uil 

Alatiners ami Customs, On, ii. 253-88 
' Alitmiliai'dt, ii. 202 
. yidvrts, ii. 91 

j Alantra(hyrnn). i. 10, 108, IIO, 114; 
! ii. 285. 320 

i Alanu, i. 18»28..51, 08. 95, 353 ; 

i ii. 38 n. 20, 39 n. 20,*]03 n. 49, 
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Manu hy birth a Ki^anya or Ksha- 
triya. ii. 341 

• the father of Maau vas Yivasrat, 
ii. 342 

— hymns of, i. 28 

laws of. i. 18, />]. 68, 363 : ii. 306, 
308, 31(), 343, 346, 346, 364 
Manuficrit Piclogi’apliiquo AnMh’ioain 
(1>V Abbo Doment*di), i. 314, 315, 
322 n. 4 


muiuisliya-dc'va (human god), Brali- 
man. ii. 33j 
Mami.'>Xitra. i. 154 
Alaol a (Uiliobain, ii. 217 
niAra. i. 2{»9 

Marco Polo passing through China, 
ii. 277 
maro, ii. 49 
marc*}, ii. 60 
31ai*ia, i. 316 
Maruas ((nir Lord), i. 304 
Marpos.'iJi, ii. 71 

3lurriagr, i. 4 n. 2 : ii. 265, 31-3, 316, 
318-21, 324, 326, 313, 346. 347 

— on Jh'inutivf* (by MaL’Ji<*nnan), 
i. 4 n. 2, ii. 265 

— Marriages j>rt)lnhitKl not only by 
casK;. but also by ])i‘dip'<*o, ii. 361 

Mars (Manit), i. 26, 3o, 300 
Ylartiiu-z, i. 317 
martya (man), ii. 29 
maru (desort), ii. 60 
Maruts (stunnfi), i. 27, 34-C, 69, 100, 
369, 360; ii. 206. 332, 333, 336 

— Bralmmii crcatnl by, ii. 330 

— hymn to the, ii. 34 -6 

— Indru with tlui hnf.t of tlio, ii. 333 
Mary, stories ot the Virgin, ii. 212 
Ma.s.sachusetts lunguage, translation 

of the Bible in the, i. 321 
MalAnga, i. 269 
m&tar, ii. 22-23 
Mutariwan, i. 29. 242, 307 
fiaTTjv, ii. 182 n. 9 
mater, ii. 22, 112 n. 64 
mathair, ii. 22 
mati, ii. 22 

Maudgalydyana, disciple of Buddha, 

i. 210 


Maurice's Lectures on the Keligion 
of the World, i. 81 

Matirv (llistoire des Beligioas do la 
GW'ce antique), ii. 149, 160 

MAyd, 1 . 94 

Mdvd, Mdy&devi, Mayurati, i. 210, 
219 ^ 

Mazdao, i. i27 

Mazdiashna Religion, the Wor- 
«hip of fiod, i. 173, 176, 176 


Media, i. 81, 86 ; ii. 173 
Me<lian, ii. 172-4 

— dynasty, 174 
1 — king, 172 

I Mediea* (Moli«*.'e), ii. 189 n. 12 
meditor, ii. 189 n. 12 
MtsUisa'iim n»onstrinn, ii. 184 

Meghrab. mat hematieiansof 1 he, ii. 297 

mcl, mellis, ii. 177 

fxfXSwv. ii. 182 n. 9 

Meleager, ii. ilO. 174 

fieKtraa, ii. 171 n. 2, 189 n. 12 

melin, ii. 46 

Memnon, ii. 87, 107 

Monciue. i. 66, 309, 311 n. 2 

— fourth Shoo, th«* work of, i. 309 
Meiie (the moon). ii. 76 
IMi'iiehios, ii. 16, 80 

■ Menenius. i. 99 
3lerio‘ti(is. il. 1 S7 
JM<*nsa iVtlueorea, ii. 290 
Mereurv,' i. 223 

i Merv, i. 97 

■ Merv, Mr., ii. 37 a. 19 
I Mesiieelj, i. 118 

i Metaphysie.v, j. 281. 286 : ii. 79 n. 36 
I — of Aristotle, ii. 79 n. 36 
• —Abhidhiinnu, Bud'lhist ^vsl^■nl (or 
j Basket ! i. 284. 28.'/ 

I !M»*lcm]*''yi*liosis. i. 46. 203 
iiot in the V<‘da, i. 46 
i fi.'hrrip, ii. 22, 23, 77 
! inetre, i. 84, 86 ; ii. 206 

■ Mexioan, i. 62, 322, 323. 326; ii. 263 

! 11 . 1,276 

; hierog)y)>hies, published by Lord 

i Ki'ngsborough. i. 322 

j — naturt' of the ancient — writing, i. 

I 326 

1 — representation of ati eclipse of the 
moon, ii. 276 

Mexieo, Pr. xiv.; i. 31 4. 321.322. 326, 
326. 328, 339; ii. 25.3 n. 1. 276 

— and tlie Mexicans (by Tylor), ii. 
263 n. 1 

Mimi-tzi! (soil ehildron), ii. 277 

miceo, ii. 44 

Miehel, l‘'„ii. 278 

Middle Ages, Guilds of tlie, ii. 349 

— ancient stoi'ies of the, ii. 169 
Miguel;, i. 190 

Milcom, i. 346 (worsliipjiers of), 364 
Mile, family of, i. 277 
Miletos, ii. 71 

Milinda, Dialogue between — and 
Nfigtisena, i. 289, 290 
mill, mill-stone, ii. 46, 40 
I mi lie, ii. 63 ^ 

I Milman, Dean, i. 286 
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Mini4;;^K4 school, philosophers of the, 
ii. 3-12 

Mimir, ii. 210 
M.iiiervfi, 1 . 30 ; ii. 1C7 
Mingti, Emperor, i. 268, 259 
JVIiiiuesjinger, i. 17 
INIiriokhirtkl, i. 93 
Minos, ii, 71, 103 n. 49 
Minyans, the, ii. 70 
Missions in Imlia, Lutheran, ii. 307 
Missioiiarii-s, Bupi.i.st— in l^eranjpore, 
i. 30() 

— Ihuhihisf, i. 19(> 

-- C'liristian, ii. 285 

-prmhing a^^ainst easto, ii. 302 

— IreJatulio (— in Jeuland), ii. 194,195 

— J.'suit, ii.2S3 

— —• in India and t’hina, i. 30C 
--- — in India, ii. 310, 311 

— J’roto.Ki;jiil. ii. 355 

- Ronian Catliolie, ii. 355 

— Wo.slovan — in Ceylon, i. 105,221, 
3i»r> 

Mistl(‘to<-. ii. 200, 209 (healing virtue 
of I he) 

Milclieil, J. Murray, i. 89 n. 3 
Mitni. i. 27, 29, 43, 94, 239, 307; ii. 
(»8. 103 

I\IIeX /-4a, the Veda puhlishod by a, ii. 
311 

inlyn, ii, 40 
Mnaseas, ii. 73 a. 32 
Mnemosyne, ii. 1(H) 

31'>al]alva of/olioyr, i. 378 
Molted tprit sf of tile Pai^i.s), i. 109 
Modern I’arsis, i. 101-81 
Modjmil, ii. 173 
M'»e, ii. 222 
Mofl'at. i. 306 

Mohammed, Pr. x.ii.; i. 94, 185, 187, 
219, 372, 377 
doctrine of, 94 

— the ExpecHnl, 219 

— smressor.s of —, 185 
Mohammed hen Uirfihim AlfazAri, 

translator of the Siddlianta of Erah- 
iDagu]>ta, ii. 294 

Moiiainmedau. Controversies of the 
Brahmans with tlie, ii. 309 

— Hindu eonverls admitted into — 
society, ii. 357 

—- comjuest of India, i. 261 

— Number of, i. 161, 21G n. 9 

— Paradise, i. 291 

— Persia, comjuest of, i. 98, 175 

— 8j)ain, invasion of, ii. 290, 293 
Mohl’s tdition of the Shahuameh, i. 95 
Moksha, deliverance of the soul from' 

ail pain and iiiusioh, i. 283 


MUL 

mola, ii. 46 ' 

mollis, ii. 177 

Moloch, i. 346 (worshippers of), 364, 
365 

Mommsen, i. 23 n. 7 
Momo.s, ii. 07, 68 

Moiiaehism, Spence Hardy on Eastern, 

i. 195 

Monedo, i. 320 

Mongolia, i. 191, 194, 200,238, 291 

— Buddhist literature of, 200 

— View of Nirvd?ni iji, i. 291 
Mongolian, i. 194 (language, version 

of the Buddhist canon), 196,202, 265 
Mongolie tales, ii. 271 
.Monujiiiitli. (ieoffrey of, i. 199 
Monosyllabic (Chiiio.se) language, i. 
22, 202 

Montithei.sm, i. 27, 2S, 342-80 

— - .Semiti{'. 342~8() 
mon.‘*trum Medus«*um, ii. 184 

— villosum, ii. 183 
month, i. 44 

M(K»n. mvthesand nannss of the, i.239 • 

ii. 75,‘81. 85 

— rej.resentation of an eclipse of tlie, 
ii. 275 

— worshippers of the, i. 340 
more. ii. 50 

M()rg<'ii, ii. 93 
MorJey, Biivid, ii. 296 
IVIi>ros, ii. 66 
M. )rri.son, i. 26G 
Mortal, gotls in Iceland, ii. 195 
Mosaic, i. 128 (religion), 134 (oos- 
mogouy by Browne), 340 
Moses, Pr. xii. xxvii.: i. 45, 128, 135, 
136. 145, 348, 370-72; ii. 303 

— Ood uf, i. 372 

•— sacred reeord.s of, Pr. sii. 

Moses of Klioroue, i. 101 ; ii. 173 
Mosul, i. 95 
mother, ii. 22, 41 
motber-in-law, ii. 31 
mouse (miisli, fivs, mus, mfia, mysz), 
i. 79; ii. 44 
Movers, Pr. xiii. 
inri, to die, ii. 50 
mridu, ii. 177 

Mrilyu, ii. 186, 336 (created by Brah¬ 
man) 

mnehn, ii. 44 

Muir, i)r. J., Original Sanskrit Texts, 
published by, i. 19 n. 6, 41 n. 19, 
47 n. 22, 48 n. 21; ii. 301 n. 1 ; 
323, 327. 336, 340, 341 
muir, ii. 50 ^ 

mukta (unconditioned), i. 230 
muli, ii. 46 » 
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Miiller, H. P., Arcs bv, ii. 73 n. 32 
Mtiller, JVljix, Essay on ('Vin]>arutivo 
Mythology, i. 243 n. o 

— History of Ancient Sanskrit. Lite- 
niturc, i. 11 ii. h, 36" n. 4, 373 n. 6 

Lpotures <n) tin* Seiciicc nf Ijan- 
giiago, ii. 41 11 , 22, 4i> n. 23, 90 ii. 
4 -'t. u. 46, 134 n. 38 
• Letter to Olievalior Bunsen, ii. 73 
n. 33, 181 n. 8 

— Survey of Lsuigungcs, i. 238 n. 3 

— Todiciibcsliittmig bei th'u Jlrali- 
maju'ii, i. 32 n. 13: ii. 38 n. 20 

Muib r. Otfried, on ilic Euniciiblcs, ii. 
72 n. 32 

• - Pr<ilt'g<uncii?i J5U t'iiier wissen- 
fcchnftliclu-ii Mylhologie, ii. 15 n. 
4, 17 n. 10 

Tims, Tims. i. 79 ; ii. 44 
irmsca, ii. 41 
Muses, the, ii. 68 

iTuish, njusliika (mus), i. 79 : ii. 44 
MusurMlabaglian niountains, i. 270 
>iu7a, ii. 41 
Alykeiae, ii. IIG 
ii. 4a 
nvs. ii. 44 

Mysticism, (.’hristian — of l^ckhardt 
and Taiili-r, i. 281 
Mystics, i. 229, 230 
Mylhe, see Apollo. Paphue, Emly- 
mion, llerkub'.-, Kephalos, St Jeiic, 
etc. 

Mythological (MythoyKric) Age. ii. 10 
MytlioloiiV, i. lol. 238 n. 3, 316; ii. 
’l-160;‘l(>o, 227. 216. 203. 204 

— of Central America, i. 310 
-- Aryan —, ii. 86. 262 

- Comyiarat ivo, ii. 1-140, 227, 216 

— Finnish, \. 231 n. 3 

— Germuij (Teutonic), ii. 11 n. 3, 70, 
82 n. 3(5. S3. 88 n. 40. 204 

— Greek, ii. 16 u. 7, 82 n. 37, 8a. 
147-168 

— Hindu, ii. 77 

«—• Mamial of— (Cox\ii. 159.160,166 

— Nursery Tales, the patois of tin; 
nncinil mythology, ii. 263 

— Philosophy of (Schelling), ii- 149 

— of the I'urilwHs, ii. 78 

— of the Veda, ii. 78 
M\thop«>Ic for AlyGiologiciil) Age, ii. 

“lO, 22, 63 
fii0os, ii. 72, 81 

A instead of na (no), i. 302 
— na, Hufhx, ii. 178 
nabh, ii. 4^ 47 


NEO 

( nahhas (nnbha), i. 302 
nabha. iiAbhi, ii. 47 
naca. ii. 60 
naclio. ii. 60 
Njiidior, i. 368 
natUi, ii. 46, 47 
Nadi (nver), i. 27 
1 Naeke (Opusc.). ii. )7'i n. 2 
I Nagasejui, Dialogue lielween MiJindu 
and, i. 289, 290 
nail (nabh. uadh), ii. 46 
nuhan, ii. 47' 

Nalinas. migrations of the, i. 3.32 
Nalmatl, uneient written language nf 
Alexico, i. 328 
nak. na.s ( nox), i. 79 
nakis. ii. 29 

Nak'-hatras. Lunar Zi'Hliac, i. 116 

Nami. i. 32 

Xanm/ii. i. 32 ; ii. 191 

n6nandar. ii. 31 

Nandas, l)viia''ty of the, i. 11 

NaiiJia. ii. 113 

Naoruji, D.idabhai. i. 1(51 n. 1 Win- 
manners and ciistumsof the i’arsn s. 
'The I'arsee .Iteliuion ), U> 1.16(5. 1(>7. 
169-71. 173, 177 ((Juzi-rali Calr- 
chism translatt'd by) 
napal, ii. 33, 82 
— Hpiim iiaput—tlie sun, ii. 82 
napti. ii. 33 

Narada, messenger of Indra, ii. 129 
NArada, ii. 36 ji. 17 
nav. niuht, iiux. i. 79 
! Nasr;illali, ii, 2:!(i 
Na^tika (Niliili.st. ), i. 286 
I National iVriod of Language, ii. 13 
i Nature, i. 231, 306; ii. 162 (wor- 
t ship of) 
i natus, ii. 30, 76 
t naus. nfivas, ii. .60 
nava, it. o3 
navan, ii. 47 
Navarette, Pr. xvi. 

Navarrc!. (’ouvade in, ii. 278 
navis, ii. 60 
navya/i, ii. 206 

Nayadi, a IJrahTnan ddilc4 by a, ii. 
366 

N.iyer, a Audra, ii. 366 
NoaiidiT, History of 1lie (Ihristiau 
j Cimrcii, i. 223 n. 12. 280, 282 
j Nebo, worshippers of, i. 346 
vt$pis, ii. 89 n. 41 
nccto, ii. 46 
nefo, ii. 33 

I Nemaeun lion, ii. 188 
NeniesiH, it. (>7 
Tieo, ii. 46 * 
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vtitf 

vfw, ii. 47 

Ni-ophytus, mathematical works of. ii. 
21*7 

N<‘o-iviliafj:<'rt'an, ii. 290-9G 
-- Tlie Arabs rccrived their figures 
iVoin tlM'. 21)0 

— Ibietliiua ascribed nine figuroK to 
the. ‘2i)0, 2<):i 

— Indian fiL'iircs adopted by the, 293 

— Iiivi‘nfor'< of cii'iUTing, 291 

- Kongbl tOi kn<Avn to the, 295 

- Sc1jo(.1s of tiK', 291. ‘20 J-9b 
Ni']-al. Ihiiidlii'sts uf.i. 2K1. — lo, ii. 345 

— lliiddliist. wriiiiigs f*f. i. 280 

— (’anonlcal books of. i. 253 u. 8 

— School of the S\abhuvika.s in, i. 
282 

nr]M)s. ne]■*ti^, ii. 33 
Nevrus, ii. 107 

Nergal, wors]iipj>ers of, i. 316 
Nennian, i. 97 
Neritiseiiirh, i. 99. ] 38 
Norvai. (ierard ih-. ii. 3" n. 19 
p'/jOdf, ii. 17 

Neniiiijtiu, r. l'\, }. 218 u. 6 (Cate- 
••iii'iii of file Sh.'iri»an>), 285 
Newdegafe. Mr., ii. 357) 

\ew Ibdland, i. 42 n. 2o ; ii. 272 
• repr<-s‘‘ntati( n of the evil -^I'irit 
with horll^ and tail in —. ii. 272 
New lloUaiidrr. ii. 272 {b<di«f in a 
he.ivoii and a bell) 

.Vew S|.ain, naiiv<- ]iistt)rian.s of, i. 
323 

New /l alander. rubl-iiig e>f no.s^‘^, way 
of Mihila! ion of the, ii. 2f»6 

iiil'fi (hiauliful;, i. 131 
Nibetiiug, Ni!,. lunge, ii. 112, Ul. 115. 
192 

— lieroes of the —, ii. 192 

— wriHeii down at tin.* end of flic 
12l.h eeulurw ii. 114 

Nihhaz, worsliij»{n rs of, i. 340 
nid. to scotF. ii. 29 
Nidlwggr. ii. 210 

Niebuhr, i. 130. 219, 301. 332; ii.43, 
190 n. 12 

Niepan (Nir\’awab i. 263, 298 
Xitllieini, ,\itlhell. li. 199, 210 
Nitlung, sec Nibelung 
nift, ii 33 

Nigiid.'i (Nivun, i. Ill 
Nigban (Nirvawa), i. 234 
Nigha/vfu, ii, 74 

Night, i. 79, 319 (symbolic emblem 
of ); ii. 73 n. 32, 83, 85. 140, 157, 
237 

Nihilism, i. 23t. 247, 284, (liuddliism 
not fi’ee from the^charge of —), 285 


NOU 

Nihilist, i. 288 
Nihilistic philosophers, i. 290 
NiA-sreyas (sumninm br)rmm), i. 283 
Nineveh, Pr. xii. (inonuments of), i. 
5, 77. 271, 379 ; (cuneiform inscrip- 
tion.s of Babylon and —), ii. 286 
(sculptures of) 
nine, ii. 229 

j Nirang (urine of ox, cow, or she-goat), 
i. 166-69 

Nirukfa. i. 76 ; ii. 102 n. 48 (jHiblished 
by IJolh;. 186 n. 10 
Kirvd/ni, i. 217, 232-34. 249. 251-53. 
255, 263, 264. 280-91, 298 

— 1’lowing out, extinction of light, 
I 283 

j — the meaning of—, 280-91 
! — four stages of nu'ditation before, 
i 253 

’ Nir^•afa (ealm. without wind), i. 283 
’ n. 2 

I Nirv/itti (ces.Halion, passiveness), i, 
j 282. 283 
j ni.s4, nox. vuf. i. 79 
i Nishadas, guild of lishennen, ii. 318 
; Ni--.roeh, Pr. xiii. (image- of), i. 346 
(w(frsblppers 4)f> 

I niun, ii. 53 

! Nivid (Nigada ). i. 110-13 
Nuah, i. 153, 154, 158 
. uofof. ii. 87 
' po/n'fi, ii. 28 n. 12 
I noineii, i. 369 
' nomina and iiumina, ?. 85 
I N<-rn«‘s. tlie tliree. ii. 157 , 210. 239 
! Norri.- 4 , .Mr., ii. 299 
! Nor.sc. ()Id ■. ii. 11. -15. 82. 19.3, 265 
' Inles, ii. 159, 202, 211, 212, 243 
(J)asiMit) 

. — Popular Tales from the ii. 

222-11 (^Daseiit) * 

; Xorsdinni in Iceland, the, ii. 192-99 
Nortliern go^ls. ii. 2o3 
; — IieaveiiH, ii. 231 

— hell is cold. ii. 2S7 
: • -- niythology, ii. 296 

Northmen, i. 63; uf Scandin.avia, ii. 

I 159. 163 

I Norway, ii. 193. 191, 196. 228, 231, 

I ^ 239, 2 J 2, 244 
; Norwegian refugees, ii. 194 
j — stoiy of the Master Thief, ii. 233 
j — tales, ii. 228, 235 
Noses, rubbing of, custom of saluta¬ 
tion in New Zoaland, ii. 266 
Notliing, i. 233, 285 
I Notre Damo do GrAce, i. 360 
nought (cifron, zephiro, zero, ^mnya), 

ii. 289, 294, 295, 299, 300 

•# 
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novom» ii. 53 
Kn4*akBh&s<, ii. 139 
nuh, ii. 229 
rmtncn, i. 360; ii. 79 
Numcniu.s, ii. 296 
Numenils, ii. 51-53, 289-300 

— San«b*it. 293, 299 

— in tlie liaetro Pali, anil in tho Ka- 
punligiri inscriptioii.s, 298 

Nnnziata, i. 360 
nunis, i. 31 

Nursory talcs, ii. 211-221, 249, 252, 
263, 264 

— comparison of tho — of (xcrmany, 
Englaml. anil India, 249 

— /iilu, 211-221 
Niisliirxau, i. 95. 97 ; 5i. 234 
NyAya philosophy, ii. 309^ 
vvKra ii. 138 

>uii5. ii. 31 

Nyx, ii. 66, 68, 79 

yv^ (y^Kra). i. 79 ; ii- 138 


O CTAVIAXrS, ii. 231 
ix^to, ii. 53 

Odin, i. 186,223, 244; ii. 112, 194, 
195, 199. 236. 238. 239, 243. 264 
— llobin Hood a disguise of Wodan 
or —, ii. 264 

- S'igurd, descendant of, ii. 112 
- sous of, ii. 194 
Odoacer, ii. 114 
«»dor, ii. 189 u. 12 

Wtrfffiij.ii. 10.12,171n. 2, 189 n. 12 
fKdipus, ii. 164. 170-72 
— !Mr. HreaVs cxjilanalion of the 
myth© of, 171 n. 2 
oi, ii. 44 
Oib.arous, i. 134 
«78a, ii. 05 ; oiiui, ii. 251, 256 
Oi'gour Tatars, i. 269 
oi«c€7oy, ii. 32 ii. 16 
oJtcos, ii. 40 
otyr), ii. 53 
ofs, ii. 44 
Oizys, ii. 67 
Okcanos, ii. 67 
Okini, Kingdom of, i. 271 
oKTti, ii. 53 

Oldfield, Mr., i. 42n.20; ii. 272 
olfucit, ii. 189 n. 12 
01}iiipmn, i. 26, 162, 243; ii, 12, 68 
— fables, i. 162 
— gods, i. 20. 243; ii. 68 
— mythology, ii. 12 
'OAw<r<rei?s, ii, 171 n* 2, 190 n, 12 
Om, i. 207 

Omar, i. 95, 96, 175 ^ 


PAG 

I if/xoipdyoi {oifAos-iBo)), ii. 46 
Oneii**>i, ii. 66, 08 
Onondaga (Oswego Hirer), i. 316 
&yoSt ii. 44 
Ophir, i. 148 
OpiK'rt. Jnl., i. 131, 271 

— theory of the invcnlion- of the cu¬ 
neiform letters, 271 

oppidum, ii. 45 
ii. 87 

Optimns Maximus, i. 363 (Jupiter), 
365 

oradlo. oralo, ii. 45 
orati, ii. 44 
Omis, ii. 55 
Oreithyia, ii. 1 

Orient und Occident, i. 2-3 u. 8; ii. 

164 n. 50, 191 n. 16 
Oriental figures and (dobar figures, ii. 
292 

Ormazd, Ornmzd. i. 21, 26, 119, 127, 
131, 139, 111, 119. 153, 155. 156. 
159, 161-63, 167, 171, 173, 171 

— Vasht, i. 127 
Orornazes (Ormuzil), i. 174 
Ori»tul, Orolulat. i. 377 

Orpheus, i, 71; ii. 162,136,131. 163. 
164, 184. 201 

Orphic hvinns, ii. 73 n. 32 

— line, ii. 15 
j *'Op6os, ii. 187 

’'Opdptos. ii. 188 
dpOpo06ai, Click, ii. 188 
6.j6poy6Ti (swallow), ii. 188 
opOpoipwt', op0po<f>6pri)\, ii. 188, 189 
Orthros {opOpos). ii. IS", 188, 191 
u's, wTos, dcrivaiivc suffix, ii. 134 
osihi. ii. 44 

Osslauie ).»octus, ii. 215 n. 2 
Oswego Kiver i^Oiioudaga), i. 316 
Obpaytri, i. 377 
oupaciW, ii. 82 

Ovpavds, Ourano.e, j. 239 ; ii. 68, 68 u. 

30, 82, UO, 158 
ovi.H, ovjza, ii. 44 
Ox, ii. 44 

*OC'f}vr) (U//i;ayinj), ii. 295 
Ozi-8, ii. 44 


P A (t/» protect), root from which i.s 
derived father, ii. 22, 23 
Hachffccainae, i- 244 
pud (i»Ada), iro\js, pcs, i. 85 n. 1 
pada, ii. 45 
Padan Aram, i. 369 
padapafikti, name of a metre, i. 85 
n. 1 

Pagan religion, i. 42, 53 
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PAd 

Pagan worlfl, i. 240 
j)u//as, ii. J80 
■jro77e»/*T«D, li. 91 
Painloss troo, i. 157 
pfilii, ii. 23 

flour, i. 207 ». 7 
I’nlrt-pluitus, ii. 187 
])2l-laku, ii. 23 

rail. i. 194-98. 201, 202, 255 n. 10, 
205, 289. 299, 303 

— Wi>rk.s of Covhni, 289 

- samui liiiig:n;igo of Oylun, 194 
ji/iltr, ii. 30 n. 11 

Pamir, i. 149 (plain of), 275 (plateau 
I'aii, 11. 1C2, 1(13 

l\aiu]va and his X'isliflag, story of, ii. 
317 

r:niir'‘ne1or. ii. 115. 110 
ITu/ini, i. 85. 122, 208 (classie Han.s- 
kril of), ii. ]ol n. 40 
ii. ISS 
pafi/’a, ii. 5H 

i’ah/'alas. Pniviiliana fr'aivali, king of 
tile, ii. f>12 

Pyu/ataiitra. li. 230, 234 
pjjiilha, ii. 12. 49 

Pantotnimf s. Harlo']uiu of our Chri.st- 
nuis, ii. 230 

paoir (I*nyi, ii‘)t putra. ii. 30 n. J4, 31 
jtaoliYv’. girl, ii. 30 n. 14 
pupalaiigi, heavcii-hurslei's, namo for 
foreigners jji PoJyne.sja, ii. 271 
paper. pHpier. ii. 21, 22 
I’apua, IV. xKxi.; i. 00 
J*iir (rnot), ii. 24 
Puratlise. serpent in, i. 156 

— of the Zoi‘')astrianK, i. 156 
paraiuilA, i. 208 

Parfi.s'ura, grjindehiUl of Vasisln’/za, ii. 
341 

— I lie laM's of the Kaliyuga written 
hy, ii. 354 

para-'U, ii. 48 

ParaA'unima. great liero of the Prali- 
mau.s, ii. 338, 33!) 

Pareie, l.huGonuaii (tlic throe Norues), 
ii. 117 

— Teutonic, ii. C4 
parens, ii. 24 

Parr/anya, ii. 333, 334, 336 (created 
by lirahmau) 

Paiqanya, iFebcr (Biibler), i. 23 n. 8 
IVriah. the lowest — jiroud to pro- 
serre his own easto, ii. 351 

— formerly obliged to carry a bell to 
give warning to the Jh'ulunaus, 356 

— their name derived from that bell, 

356 ♦ 


PER 

— r>ruhmans in the south of India as 
black as, 327 

Paris of Troy, ii. 170, 172 
Purishad, i. 302 
Park, ii. 243 
■puTler av^r yn(x, i. 317 
Parwaya. i. 33 

Pursre, i^irsi, of Bombay and Yezd, 

i. 90, 138 

— language, i, 93, 94, 118 n. 1, 121, 
137 ' 

• life, description of, i. 165, 166 

— religion of the, i. 164 

— fair ngrs of, i. 153, 154 
parsz}i-s, ii, 44 

Panieiple. fonuatiou of the Gn^ek 
fein. pasl^. ii. 137 
Parvati, ii.'77 
iTfts, ii. 09, 87 

Past (Vurdb, TO‘y 67 o»'<iTa), ii. 64, 157, 
210 

! jia.m. ii. 44 

j piitar, pater, itar^fp, ii. 22. 23, 77 
1 path, path], pAtIuis, ii. 42, 49 
irdfios, ii, 49 n. 2 4 
pali (huslamd), ])atni, ii. 39-41 
J’atfiis, ii. 201, 263 
j irdros, ii. 42 
patria iH>tcstas, ii. 259, 269 
j)attin. ii. 39 

paiiru.vlnyatA'a, human elensuiit in re- 
velalion, i. 18 
Pau.sanias, ii. 71. 72 
pavana (wind), ii. 162, 259 
)7k-yu, ii. 23 
Pazend, i. 125 

|>eeu, pecus. |K‘<*ku, il. 27, 44 
|H*cudiiim, ii. 27 
]>ee.uliar, peculium, ii. 26 
preunia, ii. 27 
iri^ov (pedum), ii. 45 
Pegastis, ii. 2. 144, 180 
Pehlevan, i. 95 

Pehlevi or Huzvaresli, i. 91-93, 99, 
122-24, 138-41,151,172, 175,178; 

ii. 230 

— translation of tlie Zend-Avasta, i. 
122, 123, 138» 139, 140 n. 16, 172, 
178 

Peiren. ii. 175 

Pelouulcs of Dodona, i. 364 

iVlens, ii. 33 

Penelope, ii. 54, 198 

penki, ii. 53 

irtvT€y ii. 53 

trivBoi, ii. 49 n. 24 

Period, dialectical, ii. 10, 13 

— niythologieal(inythop©ic),ii, 10,53 

— natiotal, ii. 13 
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PER 

Period, Ehematic, ii. 9 
ii. 89 ii. 41 
Perkiiiias, i. 23 
Persephone, ii. 73 n. 32 
Perseus, ii. lOl. 179. 172 
Pt rsia, kinjrs of. i. 07 ; ii. 230 

— laiipn-iage of. ii. 220. 207 

— litemture of. ii. 4. 13 
Persian epie. ii. Ill 

— translation of (he Indian fables, ii. 
230, 231 

— relisiion. i. 0o; revival of the — 
rcliLrion and literature, i. 90 

— sun, minn* of. ii. 172 

Porn. Pr. xiv.: (religion of), i. 2tl, 
213, 24 1, 322 
IVntvian. ii. IIC n. o4 
}v*nmi. ii. 4i5 

]>es {rrovf, )4ad, padal. i So n. 1 
IVshiiwor (P.m-loii-ehri-}>tn)‘lo), Puru- 
shapura, i. 272, 27'"> 

Peslnladian dynastv. i. 102 
petora. ii. />3 

IVtta Pilto'i. ehildren of the hoU‘^o. 
name of the Midrus in Tamil, it. 
359 

Petzholdf, T. (dasThieli der’Wibhat). 
i. 315 n. 3, 310 

Phaedros of i'lato. il. 1-3, 15, 72 
Phaedrtts. f.iblrs in, ii. 235 
ii. 104 n. 50 

Phairns. e}>i;j:raiu on, ii. 11 
Pharmakeia, li. 2 
Pharsaliii of Luean, 1. 23 n. 7 
i. 99 

i. 99 

.l-*hUolo£ry, coTuparat-ive. ii. 50 n. 25 
(Manual 144 (Journal of», 153, 
158, 229, 202 

Pliilo.'^ophy, >iy;iya, S5nkliya, Ye«laii- 
ta, ii. 309 
Philotes, ii. 07 

ii. 142 II- 04 

Pheebus, it. 75, 173 : Phoibo.s Apol¬ 
lon, ii. 86 

phon. ]*]jonU's (killer), ii. 170 
Phorkys, ii. 73 ii. 32 
ippcuriip, ii. 22; ^paTpla, ii. 41 
ifiQoyepSs, ^Bovos, ii. 3 82 n. 9 

ii. 63 

Pichardo's collection of American 
MSS., i. 326 

Pictet (liO.s Ori/?ines Indo-Euro- 
pt*enn“s), ii. 31, 50 n. 25 
Pig, ii. 44 
Pi/ 7 arana. li. 310 
J’ilpay, les fables dc, ii. 233 
Pindar, i. 3, 73, 244; ii. 35. 72 
Pippal (Pcepu]),Pippttla, ii. 2('6-8,228 


WOVQ 

I Pishon, i. 3.>7 
^ vlcrvpts, ii. 53 
[ ])irri, ii. 22, 23. 29 
I Pitri.s, ii. 2o5, 2(»7 
i Pitys (pinc-(ree), ii. 302. 163 
I i’iyadasi, i. 257 

I .Planets, wnr.shippcis of the, i. 326 
I IMauinlcs, niulheiuatieal works of, ii- 

I 297 

I Plato, Pr. xxxi.: i. 92, 3 74 ; ii- 3, .5, 
lA, Hi. 114, l.'>8. 2:i5 
Plaloiiie hleas. ii. 79 Ji. 35 
Phtlinus, ii. 295 
Pluto, ii. 113, 238 

p<id. pons, polite, pneiite, ii. 21 

I i>mnu, ii. 259 

Poetry, dramatic, i. 10 ; elegiac, i. 10; 

rliyno'd — in Knglund, i. 17 
— rhythmical, ii. 206 
irouiy. i. I;56 
TToiit-J^c Xaoty, ii. 28 
poh‘, ii. 15 

woAtu'no 7f<^)upcu. I. 136 
Poliars or J’luivars, i-o. flesh eaters, ii. 
32S 

■no\i6':, ii. 49 
v6\is, ii. 42 
pol-lingo, ii. .189 n. 12 
Poio-nai (Ih'uares), i. 203 
ir&Xos, ii. It 
TToXuSeuiffiv. ii. 104 

J’jilviirsla. IVdviie.'ian. Pr. xiv. xxxiv.; 

ii'. 219. 220,' 269. 271 
Polyonmny. ii. 73 
ttoXjI?. TToWoi, ii. 176 
T’olyllu'ism, Pr. -xvili. n. 3; i. 27, 2H 
ponilis, ii. 53 

pons (so(! ii. 21. 42. 19 
■{touti. ii. 42 

Ponl.ns, e<mv!n]«‘ in the, ii. 2S1 

poutns, wocTo?, ii. 49, 82 

Popul Vnh (luMik of tin* pcojde;, i. 

3H n. 41 ; ii. 275 
pore, irctpKov. porcus. ii. 15 
Poscivlou. no<r€iSa)r, ii. 33, 149. 156 
ii. 39 

p<»t«*ns. ii. 39 

potest as, patria, ii. 259, 2G0; regia, 
20(» 

potitt (ireris), irorna, ii. 39 
Po-to (AvadUna), i. 296 
Potri, i. 100 

Pott, ii. 50 n. 25. 86 n. 38, 190, 301 
11.38.203 

(K(vrnr»]ogi-sehe For.schungen), 50 
n. 25, 191 11 . 18 

r«m-lou-cha-jviu-1 o ( ]’urushapiira, 

Peshawor), i. 272 

TToiis, i. 85 21. 1 
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Pourushaspa, futhcrof Zoroaster,179 
praesitlinrn, praosiliuni, pracsul, ii. 
189 11. 12 

IVn//ap:iti. i. 30, 71, 72, 85 n, 1 
3V:i//iia«]*aratnifA (perfect %visdoin), i. 

2’si, 287, 2SS 
Pra/'etas, ii. 3.'> a, 17 
Prukrll, i. 299. 303; H. 12I-, 138 
JVascna//il. kiue: of KoNula, i. 217, 250 
I*ra(iharl/i, i. 109 
I’ratyekii Bmldlm.. i, 207. 289 
J’ravfiliaita fraivali. ii. 312 
j)raviirji {ca.^^rc), ii. 303 
i’rav/ilti, i. 282 

J^rayei’s, l.ita*. eallcd (l;aig:ht<TS of 
Zeus, ii, 73 

- of innuorlaliiy, ii. 2(»K, 209 
IVolk-r ((Jnek Mvtbolo'^y ii. IG n. 

7. 1 M n. 02. 149, 175 n. 1 
Pn'num’, J’r. .\ri. 

Preseu! (Vi rdiiaiidi, ra vyra), ii G4, 
157, 210 

IViain, Prianios. ii. 87. 170 
Pricsls. i. 9. 109, 109: ii. 321, 325. 

330-2. 331. 338, 3'12. 319, 350 
—- fi»nr cJiissr.s (jf - ill India. 5. 9 
lh<-ir coiilcsts witli the naialitv, ii. 
.325. .3.31 

— d<-;',raded j''.).'>ilion of the Parsoo —, 
i. 109 

J’rinsep's tlieon'of tin- orijrln of the 
Indian ii. 292. 299 

]'ri'«h, pnsluit. j'/’ihhita. ii. 89, 89 n. 
•11 

pn.s-ni. il. 89 n. 41 

JVilhivi tprilhvi), the l*i;nih, broad, i. 

27. 239 : ii. 74 
pnvulns, ii. 55 
PraM.o.s, ii. I7;'i 
TTpo/fdr, ii. 89 n. 41 
Prukris. ii. 88, 90. 91 
i*rom<-thtMis. i. 211 : ii. 185 
Proserpina, ii. 113, 238 
]‘rosio. ii. 11 

Proto;n'noia, ii. 83, 8G, 98 
ProveiUjMvl. ii. 70 

Proverbs, translation of. i. 321 (362) 
irpof. ii. 89, 89 u. 41 
prurtli. prushva. prushva (drop), ii. 89. 
89 n.-U, 90 

Prussian, ()Id —, ii. 31, 39, 44, 53 
ii. 139 
p5, ii. 103, 259 
puilus, ii. •44 
pnlu, ii. 176 

punire, punishmont. ii. 250-61 
pupil, .symbolic emblem of, i. 319 
Pur5«a, CosmoKuiiy of tin*, ii. 4 

— ]Vlytholu*ry orf the, ii. "8 


Puri^/a, The Veda nndthc Law books 
overrule the, ii. 322 
puri, ii. 42 

Purolilfa (priest), piiroldti (priestly 
i^overiiiiHMil j, ii. 331. 310 
piirn, il. 176 

l^u^l^av;^s, ii 81, 101, 104-8, 117-20, 
122, 123, 128. 130, 336 
purusha, i. 288 

Piiru.'^^hapnra (Pou-lou-eha-jiOii-lo), 
I’t'shawer, i. 272 
Purushottamu, ii. 120 
pnrva. ii. 176. 177 
Puslian. om- of iho old gods, li. 337 
ptitra. ii. 30 n. 14, 31 
•Bvp, ii. 27t> 

Pyrrha. Trvppo, ii. 12, 7L 72 
IVthaaoras. i. 223; ii. 11 
Pytliis, ii. 73 


Q AirOLO^r. i. 334 
(jualiar. li. 22 

. qnan-tang (wifo-eitlebing), ii. 205 
I l^natrenieiT i. 96 
(piatuor. ii. 53 
Qnax-(’ho, i. 33-1 
Queen, ii. 41 

(inidie. i. 314 n. 2, 328,329.331,332, 
331. 338, 3(0, 341 
fjuiiio. ii, 41 
(jiiiiupn', ii. 53 
(juirn. ii, 46 
qvairuus, ii. 40 


I ).VPK\SCTTLAnn'. ii. li t 

PatM', (lifli-rent. origin of caste 
(eiiiuologieal caste), ii. 321-G, 328, 
329 

Tll^, ii. 41 

Piu/agnba, i. 214. 216. 217 
Kiu/aiiya or Kshatriya, ii. 312,341 
PAt/arutimkari, i. 194 
P5//arshis, royal bards, il.334 
riu/as (lo-eluA, ilust, i. 302 
Tiu/iitii, ii. 47 
Kayavali, i. I9t 
Pa-rhuiiaiidana, ii. 3-t, 35 n. 17 
Kahaiimua e Alazdiashna, (Inidc of the 
•\vi»rsliippers of God, i. 170 
Pabat, i. 286, 289 

Kabula (Ko-lo'keou-lo), son of Bud- 
dlia, Vr. XXV.: i, 263 
Rajendnvlal Miltra, Baba, editor of 
the Lftlitn-Vistara, i. 201.206, 207. 
300, 3<H 

Rajpootana, Vakeels of, ii. 38 n. 20, 
39 J. 20 
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RAK 

tJiAr, ii. 47 

Itam (exalted), i. 3G4 

E&niayjtwa, i. 61, 68 : ii. 311 

Itampsinitus, story of, ii. 232-4 

Hanha, i. 167 

rap, ii. 104 

ffdTrrco, ii. 47 

Itiisu, i. 157 

Rask. i. 81, 120, 163 
KastA Khez, i. 177 
llalhwiskare, i. 108 
rava, ii. 104 
KAvii/m, ii. 113 
Ravenna, batllc of, ii. 114 
ravi, ii. 104 

Ruwlinstm, Sirlleniy, i. 91, 130-2,264 
red. ii. 104 

Rod Jmlians, Ilrd Skins, of North 
America, i. 314-7. 322, 327 
redivia. i'kUio, rcluvium, ii. 189 n. 12 
rejjere, ii. 261 
rc^ia |>olcslas, ii. 260 
reich, rcik.s, ii. 41 
Reiii.mul, i. 261 

lieineeko Fuchs, Rcnanl the Fox, ii. 
215, 216, 272. 273 

Aryan, Fr. xili,; ii. 262 
■— Jhiddhist. ii. 192, 193 n. 4, 205 

— Census difficult, r<digions, i. 162 

— Ail iniportant — sprang up iu t!ie 
East, i. 186 

— classification of, i. 21, 23 

— Mankind dividtd according to, i. 
161 

— of Mexico, Peim, Pr. xiv. 

— Par.see —, i. 161 scq. 

— Science of, Pr. xi.xix.-xxii.; i. 378 

— truth in all, i. 56 
Remus, ii. 172 

Reinusat, Alad, Pr. xvi. n. 2 ; i. 260, 
261, *266, 296 (first Chinese scholar 
of his time) 

Renan, Firnest, i. 342-51, 361, 362, 
305, 370-2, 375-80 
Resurrection, belief in, i. 46, 128 
Revelation, idea of, i. 17, 18, 230, 
373, 374 ; ii. 305, 306 
rex, ii. 41, 261 
Rhea, ii. 156 
Rhematic Period, ii. 9 
Rhine, treasure of tlieNibelunge iuthe, 
ii. 113 

Rhyme, i. 17 
rhythm, ii. 266 
ri, ii. 41 

Ribhu, ii. 130, 131, 184, 204, 205 
.fi'ich, i. 10 
fidu-i4, ii. 177 

.Si^Uvan, i. 33 ^ 


RUS 

Rigveda, Pr. vii.~ix.; i. 2, 6 , 8 , IOj 
15-17, 47. 71-3, 75, 77, 78, 80, 
100, 104, 108, 155, 158, 242, 378 » 
ii. 23, 34, 36, 37, 87. 89, 93, 101, 
103. 104,107, 112 n. 53,131,134-9, 
176-81, 183, 185, 2118, 312, 32u, 
321, 327. 328, 330-2, 334 
-— only real Veda. i. 8 , 37H 
— Ve<!« of (119. 102 H) Inmus, praise, 
i. 10, 73, 113, IJO, 155, 378; ii. 
320, 321 

— contains 10.402 to 30.622 versc'', 
153,826 words, 432,000 syllables, 

i. 10 , 11 

— aj] .* of the, i. 11, 1,3, 75 

— 'J'ranslatiou of llm - - (Wilson), iL 
332 n. 1 

A’iX'ika, ii. 339 
riksha, ii. 44 

Rimmon, worshippers of, i. 346, 304 
riogh, ii, 41 

i. 7. 17, 36,47, 76, 110-12 ; ii. 
I 205, 3o6. 311, 312 
{ ro;id. ii. 42 

I Rol>ert of Reiidinir, ii. 296 
! Rohiu ii. 174, 264 

R<»ih’, i>r., A'handogya upanisluid. 

translated by. ii. 312 n. 7 
rohita, ii. 136, 1,17 
Rt»jas. Ron Juan d(‘, i. 330 
Roman Aljdudiet, i. 327 

— (u-s(a Uomanorum, ii. 231 
language, ii. 254 

— law. ii. 259 

— legeJhls, ii. 102 
Romauc<‘ dialects, ii. 18-21, 63 

— nations, i. 367; ii. 21 
roraa.va, ii. 101 

Romulus, i. 301 ; ii. 170, 172 
iRiscn, Rr. Friedrich, i. 6 ; ii. ,310 
Rosyr«-d, story of, ii. 228, 229 
rot, ii. 104 

Rolli, Prof, i. 32 n. 15. 41 ii. 19. 47 
a. 22, 87, 100; ii. 36 u. 17, 89 u. 
41, 101 n. 48, 102 n. 48 
— Burial in India, ii. 36 n. 17 
— Nimkta, ii. 102 ti. 48 
ru, ruber, rudlimi, rufus, ii, 104 
Kudaki, ii. 230 

Rudra, Rudras,Pr.xviii. (.S’iva). i. 34-6 
(hymn to the Marut.s), 100 ; ii. 76, 
336 {created by Brahman) 
Rumpelstilzchon, ii. 159 
rfipa (form), Rupee, rupya (silver), ii. 
180 

ru*at, ii. 181 

RuHftia, i. 237 (Buddhism in), 238 n. 3; 

ii. 257 

Rustem, i. 96, 97; it. Ill 
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SAB 

C'AIULA. ii. 186 

^ Salmoili, worshippers of, i. 316, 
360 

*«ibara, ii. 191 n. 17 
yahism, Ifanin, metropolis of, i. I-')! 
Siieritice. human, i. oS 
S.u’v, Svln'srn* 4l(\ il. 230, 231, 247 
Sa'innnd, «:o]]wl()r of tlu' Uld Edda, ii. 
197 

SuKul, city of, i. 289 
sahnsra {h.sz.i/.ru), sabasram, i. 83; 
ii. 03 

sailis, ii. 33 

Si.. y\imuHrme, Pr. xi. ssxi.; i. 26. 5o 
St. .Ihumdid. ii. 217 
St. ('.'hrislopUrr, ii, 169 
St. Cyprian, Cr. xxxi. 

St.-Kiiuin*, HainbidcMiiy, i. 182 u. 1 
(Lo Euuddliii (t sM k‘-li;riou), 184, 
188, 1S9. 196. 201. 202, 204-6, 
206,211, 218. 222, 226, 234, 248. 
234 

St. 3!arlin, 31. L, Vivu-n do, i. 2J4 ji. 
8. 273 

St. Patrick, ii. 109 
A'aklui, dillcn-iit texts, i. 13 
Aaktri, li. 310 
*Sakuuiulu. i. 68 

>S'iikya, i. 1S7. 210,217,218. 227,299. 
301 

— elan, family of liic, 2!Wh 217, 
218 

Sakv.a Minii (Ihiddha). i. 218 

sal.*sa!il.i. ii. 49 

Sam. i 97 

satiuidhi, i. 2U8 

iSama^/a. J'r. xxv. 

Stimaiiiaus. tlynasty of the, i. 97 
.'^amania. luki-*, oi, ii. 338 
.'^amarkaiak i. 272 

Suma>vrda. i. 8 (to be sung), 9. 73, 
113 

SAma-vi*da*sanhita, i. 9, 13 

^S'aiubara. ii. 19J 

A'ajrxi. ii. 206 

Samoau island^, ii. 270 

Saiiliilfi. c*oljf<'tiou of hymns, i. 10. 

13, 112: ii. 311, 321 
iS’aiikam, ii. 209 
A/Arva. ii. 343 

SAnkhva*', Pr. xv.; i. 218, 219, 227, 
247, 234, 283, 288 
plnloKopliv, 218, 219, 247, 231, 
283, 288 

- shtmH, 227 

- system, Pr. sv.; i. 227 
Sanskrit, alpbnb^-t (42 single letters), 

i.*29r)i ii. 203 

— Chinese dictionary, i. 293 


SCA 

I — of t-ho Chinese Puddhists, i. 302 
i ■— fables, li. 230 
-- grammar, i. 118 : il. 257 

— grammarian, ii. 137 

• .Mythology, ii. 76. 344 
— JSaimeraJs, ii. 33, 292. 293, 299 

— (3iine.so translations of — t.ext.s, i. 
292-304 

— traii.shilion of the Zend-Avesta, i. 
122,138 

Santa ('niz del Quiche, i. 328, 311 
Santo-'ronin.'« Chi**hiea.st.onango, i. 328 
San Vicente de Chia)>as y (.Tmacmala, 
i. 328 

sap (root), sapiens, ii. 219 
Sapieiitia Indonim Veterum, ii. 230 
Sajtia, ii. 53 

.Sapta Holars, i. 100 u. 2 
sara, ii. 49 

I Saraniu, Sarameya, ii. 113 ii. 04, 180, 
188 

{ Sarieyu, the dawn, ii. 136, 157, 184, 

1 204 

' Sara,‘'VatJ. i. 63 n. 83; ii. 382, 333 
i Sarbam, ii. 191 n. 17 
Sardanajiabis, i. lo2 
i sarfi', ii. 44 
i Saripntra, i. 216 
I sarpa, i. 158 ; ii. 44 
I sarva (so-jm^), i. 30.3 : ii. 177 
j .<;arvara, sarvari (night), s'arvarika. ii. 
183. 186 

! Sitssanian, bilingual inscriptions of tlu* 
j — euipeiws, i. 91 
I —- coins, i. 91 

i — dyna-^ty, i. 00, 93, 151, 152. 162 
-' ej^ocli, i. 89 n. 3 

— language, i. 93, 94 

— ]'eriod. i. 122, 124. 156 

— religion of the, i. 89 n. 3 

— I raii.siation of the Zend-Avesta, i. 
91 

\ — Zoroastriiin books prc.sorved by the, 
I i. 173 
: .valam, ii. 53. 137 
Sat.aii, i. 156. 167: ii. 238 
A'alaj>atha hrAhmaJm, i. 158; ii. 334, 
337, 342 
Sjifhoual, i, 317 
Sal t ra. i. 115 

Satyayugit, inytliionl age, ii. 354 
SuiulAsa, il. 3t0, 341 
/Sauuaka, i. 14 
*-Avara (.vavara), ii. 186 
Savitar (Savitri), i. 239; ii. 140 
Saxon, ii. 45 (Old —), 193, 247, 303, 
324, 326 

SAynmi-AA'Arya, i. 6, 7, 74, 76 
sckideS*e (w4d]la), j. 85 n. 1 
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. SCA 

Scandinavia, Northmen of, i. 63 i 

Senndinavum .Edda, ii. Ill 1 

--- I'olkcovcntyr, ii. 222 j 

— inhuhitants of Norway, ii. 228 j 

Sehclling, i. 233 ; ii. H9, 160 j 

»SeiK‘r?!;(“r, Dr., i. 329 | 

Schlt'gcl. F.,' i. 68 j 

Schleicher (Forin<M)h-hrc der Kir- 

cheiiblawisclu'ii .Sprachc), ii. 41 n. 

S(?limidt, 3. J., i. 194 
ScliCKdcraft. i. 321. 322 | 

Sehuld. .schuldi}!. ii. 64, 6 o 
S‘hwanl>«rk. i. *231 n. 15 I 

Schwart?., ii. 202 j 

Svhwarlz, ecliuolof, ii. 355 j 

Science of Reli'fi(rti, IV. xi. xix. xx. i 
xxii. xxvii. i 

Scythian race, Couvade amoin; t!ie, ii. 
27H 11 . 2 ^ i 

— widow'-burniiip among the, ii. 2C4 
«eu. ii. 49, 50, 276. 279 

8 cdore, ii. 189 n. 12 ■ 

Scitripotti, ii. 316 J 

Selene, i. 363 ; ii. 75 (niythe of — | 
and Endvmiou'), 81, 83. 85, 161, ! 

162 i 

S<deiiouK Nicat«.>r. i. 14. 92, 224 j 

Self, suhjeelive, ahnolnt.e, i. 246. 247 ' 

.si'lva. ii. 31 ' 

Semitic churticler, i. 344 

— ciisfums, ii. 265 

— languages, i. 22, 34*2, 357, 358, 

306,374,380 j 

— monotheism, i. 342-HO 
srj>tem. ii. 53 

Sepfuagint. i. 11, 133, 136, 152, 198 ^ 

(cliiHjnology of the) ; 

septyni, li. 53 
Seraplnm, i. 158 
Sero.sh, i. 127 : ii. 138 n. 60 
Kerficns, serjicnt, i. 155 (Azliidahdka t, 
156, 158 (sarpa). 334, 33/ : ii. 44 ! 

Sen" Azad. from iilerv, i. 97 
se«tra, ii. 22 

Seven Jlivcns (India), i. 63, 8»3, 86 : 
ii. 79 

sew, to, ii. 46, 47 
SeX. ii. 53 

Sliahar (dawn), i. 368 
fShahnumeh, Per«hin epic hyFirdusi, 
i. 81, 95 feditKl hy Mohl). 97, 98, 
102 (t.ransl. hv Atkinson), 108 ; ii. 
173 

shall.slioidd.skal, skald,skuld, skiddn, 
soil, ii, 64, So n. 1 

Shamans. Pr. xxv.; i. 3, 238 n. 3, 248 
n. 6 , 285 

— Puddhism of Pr. xxt. ' | 


SLE 

Shajnir JL, i. 102 
sha.xh. ii. 53 ,y 

She (Book of Pootrv, third King), i. 

308. 309 
sheep, ii. 44 

Shorn, i. 1 18. 154, 347, 364; ii. 258 
Shcniite, j..36C 
Shot, i. 864 

Shiraz, Gubar figures know’n at, ii. 
298 

Shishac, king of Kgypl, i. 187 
sliito, ii. 45 

Slioo (writing), four Slioo’s —, i. 308, 
3(»9, 311 

iSho<» (Book of History, second), King, 

i. 308. M(io, ;:ii 
Siam, i. 22, 196, 238 
sihac, i. 336 

sihiin, ii. 53 
siddlia, i. 210 

SiddhAnta of Brahmagupta, ii. *291 
SiddhArtha, name 'if Buddha in his 
cliildhood, i. 210. ‘218, 219 
Siigliert, ii. 114. 115 
Sifrit, ii. 110. ill, 115. 116 
Sigurd, i. 244; ii. 110-16, 173, 102. 

J05», 261 
Sikh. ii. 182 
Sikslia, i. 302 
Simeoji. ii. 230 

Sin, cotisciousiiess, forgiveness of, i. 
41 

Sinaitic in.seriptions, i. 377 
Sindliind. Great, ii. 294 
Sindiiu, ii. 311 

Singhalese, i. 19J-8. 202. 280 
Sioux, superstitious of tlu', li. 276 
sister, svasar, qu/zhar, soror. .svistar. 
SfSiro, siur, ii. 22; 'Wcird-Sistcrs. 

ii. 17)7 

si.'^ter-in-law, ii. 31 
si.><u, ii. 130 
Sit A. ii. 113 
(T/Tor, ii, 45 
siuja. ii. 46 
siur. ii. 22 

Siu-to*Io (.Sudra). i. 263 

siv. sinv-u,siwu, ii. 46 

Aiva (Kudra), IV. xvii.; i. 71. 72 ; ii. 

14. 77. 313. 316. 317 
--j)o t race of — in tJie Veda, ii. 313 
Si-yu-ki. i. 274 
skaltl. etymology of, i. 85 n. 1 
irffa\ey€ii'. ii. 276 
skaud, i. 85 n. 1 

Skoto.s, The J^rinyes dangliter.s of, ii. 
72 n. 32, 158 

SUuId (Future), ii. 64. 157, 210 
Siueman, Colonel, ii.‘358 
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KME 

SnifrJis. i. 1^0, 131 
.Sniilli, Vernon, i. 2711 
Sinuking, tln' ubptain from, i. 

171 ' 

Smn'ti, tratlition, i. 18; ii. Son. 17, 
aoo 

Sncrwiitohen, ii. 

Biiui'lia., ii. ‘11 
8tiow-wliiU', ii. 229 
.viju}*. sniisiiu. ii. 'll 
8o])ak;j, ii. 44 
n(MM*r, soiTiis*. ii. 31 
8ol, ii. 82 

Solni’. ii. 81 (rjnM*), 99, 97 nionn'S). 

99 (tlcil V). lilt invlln-} 
soliimi, ii. 189 ij. 12 
Sdiua (Honiai. i. 28,48 fjiray»-r td). 
lOfi (savri(li-(-s lo), l<t7 (111*^11* <*fi, 
l.')9. 179. 239: ii. I'lo, J79. 181. 
183, 299-9. 328, 332 (giiartliai) of 
i!i(‘ ISralnnaii i. 330 
Sonaulava. ii. 247 
son. ii. 32. lo.*) 

Kojj-in-liiw, ii. 31 
Soiig-Ytm. i. 2(>0 

Sdiii!*', ii. 80 u. 39. Itll 11. o(i. 189. 
182 

Soiio (I am), sum inmiti, soy, 

sou, siij.s (1 am i. ii. 18.. st-o siun. 
19 

Sii-liiu, i. 94 
sojtlio.-. ii. 219 
soror. ii. 22 

South Si-n. i. o2 : ii. 27t» 
sou, sii. us, sus, su, sviiiia, Kiiig, il. 
41 

s]'a. awoKa. ii. 11 

S|*aiii,l 'oiivatio in ii. 278, 279, 281 
ll'rriaiis of Noi’lli, ii. 278 
Invasion of tin; ^lohaninu'daiis 
into, ii. 209 
Spoil*. Mvs.. i, 2')8 
.SjK'll, Fait- ainl. i. 291 
Sponloniainyu. i. 141 
spider (iirwaiiablia. apdx^^ avanoa'), 
ii. 17 

SpioiToI, i. 33 n. IG, HI n. 1, 87. 88 n. 
3.92-04, 120. 123, 12o. 138, J4U, 
141, 143 n. 1, llG-UiO (Krill) 
spiriiiis Icni.s, ii. 99 n. 42 
fspottiswoodf. i. 237 n. ‘2 
Spreiigor (I)a.s Leljen Mahommad's), 
i. 219 11. 10 

Spring, luylliologicul triiditiuus aliont 
the. ii. 237 
wraddhu, i. 42 

«trAmaa.‘i, i. 208, 200, 238 ii. 3, 3G3 
(Kiiameii) • 

*SVuvuka, i. 207 


Sravas f«X^os. cUic>\ i. 2C3 
.VriraMi, i. 297, 208, 217 (capital of 
Ko.sala). 203, *204 
/SVotriya (.SVauti), i. 100; ii. 3')1 
•S'nili, Kevelalion, i, 18, ii. 395 
m*ara. ii. lOlii. 18 
slairo, .stain, (rrupa (stcrilis), ii. 44 
Staii-gytmr, i. 238 ii. 3 
stare, ii. 03 
Sthana (j>lae<‘), i. Sl»3 
Siarkius. ii. 23t» 

stem*. Miiiira, .'ftaora, loupos, taunts, 
stiur. laura-s. tour, tor, ii. 44 

Stevenson, Jir., ii. 300 

.stliavijM (ihaira. elder), ii. 303 
Stoiie-Ac'-, li. 288 
St<;riology, ii. 252 

Storms { Niaruls), i. 27, 09, 100; ii. 
Oit. 2(»3 

Straho. Couvade iiionlioned by, ii. 278 
Sirapuroh*. ii. 233 

Stroinala of (demens. IV. xxx. n. 8.n. 

9; i. 234 n. 14, 307 n. 3 
Snirl.'isfni, Siiorm, eolloetor of the 
Young Kdda. ii. 197 
Styx, ii. 73 n. 32 

sn, to I'eget, root, of sumi, sunutf, 
siitA, ii. 20, 39 ij. 14 
Suh.junetivr, i.79 
Siil»ralima/Aa, i. 109 
Sn.‘eolhdn*notli. u’orshipjKU’.sof. i.340 
v'^udus. li. 331, 34t> 

Siiddhiliittava. ii. 35 n. 17 
S'inhIIiod.'UKL, i. 237. 288 
Sinlra. htouse. i. lOfi, 107 
iVuilra (Siii-to-hf), i. 2,50. 203; ii. 181, 
311, 312, 321, .324, 325, 327, 335- 
3/, e4'>—48, 351, 353, 3.1-1, 350, 

357 . 359 

- ^’edie authority for the ilegraded 
]>ositioii of tlie . ii. 311 

— vus l.iorn from the feet of Ilrah- 
nian. ii. 312 

•••• inoderu word, only onre used in 
the Veda. ii. 312. 327 

— on inarriage.s between iS’.and Aryas, 
see !i\Iiirriages 

-- tile eolour of tlio K i.s .said to be 

Idaek, ii. 327 

— ealled In 3'ainil. tin* IVtta Vittei, 
ehiidren of tiie House, ii. 359 

-- Jtynasties. ii. 3-(.5 
Sudraka, ii. 37 n. 19 
Suti, Suliism, i. 185, 281 
tfu/i. ii. 181 

sum (1 am), asini, esmi, ahmi, 
yesine. im, cm, ii. 19; see aono 
(1 am^ 18 

8un, names of tbo —, SCirya, Suritri, 
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SUN 

Vislmu, Mitra,Er()s, Unro*!, Arvat, 
i.239; ii. 87,136, 174, 229,250, 251 
8 un, rdigiou of tlie, i. 241 

— worshippers of tho sun, i. 346 

— WUUain Toll, last retloctiou of tho 
sun-god. ii. 236, 237 

sunu. sunus. ii. 30 n. 14 
.vunya (Nought), ii. 289 
.'••unyatA, niiniliiJation, i. 282 
/86uyavadin, i. 285 
su})anui, ii. 139 
Superstitious ii. 276 
suppliciuui. ii. 259 
Suprahuddlia, i. 210 
SnrinaiH, Arawaks of, if. 281 
Siiryu (sun), i. 27, 239 ; ii. 75, 130 
,Su#-Taras, i. 33 
sutA, ii. 20 

Sutra (Aphorism), i. 10, 12-15, 17, 
75,70,105, no. Ill, 1 14, 182,197, 
224.228, 284,288, 308 ; ii. 40,178, 
308 

— piTictd, i. 14. 224 

— of Kapila, i. 228 

- discourses of Buddha, i. 197, 284, 
288 

— compiled h}’ Ananda, 1. 2vS4 

— of ih*? .Tains, i. 182 

Siitloo (wid(»w burning), ii. 34, 38 n. 
20, 39 u. 20 

avabliAvat. by its&lf. i. 282 
SvAbhAvika. i. 282 
svaditarmAlikraTua, ii. 342 
svaihra, svailiro, ii. 31 
svawX'a. ii. 134 
HvArA (HerA). ii. 182 
svusar, ii. 22, 25 
^vasru, ^vasura, ii. 31 
Bvusti, joy, happiness, ii. 25 
Sviiyamblju, seU-exisling, i. 353 
svekr, HVt'kn’j, ii. 31 
iweta, ii. 45, 102 n. 49 
/Svetaketu Aru?ieya, ii. 342 
Swabian dynasty, i. 17 

— epue (Nibeliiuge), ii. 192 
Swanhild, ii. 115 

Sweden, i. 237 (Buddhism in), 238 n. 

3, ii. 242, 257 (lan^iage of), 260 
Swendsen, Brjmjulf, ii. 197 
Swift, ii. 95 
8 wor<i, ii. 48 
syAla, eyAli, ii. 31, 32 
jffyAva, ii. 136 
Sykes, Colonel, i. 279 
Sylvester II., Pope, ii. 290 
Synonymes, ii. 74; synonomy, ii. 73 
Syriac translations of Creek and 
Christian writers, i. 92 , 

Syrinx, ii. 162* 


THA 

6;P08zi, ii. 53 
szimtas, ii. 03 
azu, ii. 44 

T AGR, ii. 189n. 12 

Ta Tleo, (irrat. Learning, second 
. Shoo), i. 309. 311 
taihun. taiUun te.ihnnd, ii. 53 
I Tailtiriya-sanliitA, ii. 138 n. 61 
takshaii, ... 

Tautil. i. 196 (eoiujiierors of f^'vlon). 
ii. 326, £59 ; Tainuliaii people, ii. 

^ Tumor of Salhumil, i. 317 
Tanjur (n‘-(an-hgvur, Tan-gvnr), i. 
193 

Tantra, i. 238. ii. 308, 313 
Taoism. Ohinese religion, i. 51 
, Taoist, i. 182 
Tao-sse. temple, i. 216 n. 9 
Tao-le-King, i. 182 
Tar, derivativr .suflix, ii. 23, 32 
T<ipa'T<Ta, rapdacrtiv. ji. .19 
Tartak, worshippi rs of, i. 346 
Tatars. manu(‘rs of tho, ii. 276 
Tatar-Khnn, i. 2f)9 
Tatis, caste of the. ii. 351 
Tault-r, i. 281 

laurus, raapes, ii. 44, see steer 
Taxilu inseriplioiis, ii. 299 
Teha-li (Kshattriya), i. 263 
Telmu-fa-Uin, i. 259 
Tecum, i. 330 
rcKTuv, ii. 42 

Tell, ■\Viliiam. if. 176. 236 
I Temjitat.ion and full of man. i. 155 
j ten, ii. 228 

I tenere, auxiliary verb in Sr.iuish, ii 
I 63 

Tei> Amoxtli, sacred book of llie 
^roltees, i. 331 
Tejiepui, i. 330 
Tepi, ii. 220 

TithIi, i. 150 n. 2, 158, 346 (descen¬ 
dants of), 368 
Temphim, i. 368 

Tesoro dt> las Ijcnguas QuiehA, Cakehi- 
(juel y Tzutohil, i. 328 
Testera, i. 320 
T«TTapfy, ii. 53 

'1'et.zcueo, royal family of, i. 326 
Teutonic go<is, i. 23, 186 ; ii. 192, 237 
- lau^s, ii. 68. 26 4 
- -- myilies, mytholojn’, Pr. xii.; i. 244 ; 

ii. 14, 79, 197, 264, 377 
textus, i. 308 
Od^curtra, ii. 49, Slit 
Thanatos, ii. 66 
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dap 

0dpa<r<ra, ii. 49 

T1u‘1»«h, TaloH of T. and Argon, ii. 

159 

ii. 154 

TIumstu, Honotiu'inm, ii. 952 
64\w. \. U9 
Tlionmnilos, i. 976 
Tht'ddoric tln! Groat, u. 114, IIG 
Tlioodorua, i. 376* 

Thoodotiis. i. 870 
ThfH.g,^iiY, jj. GS, 78. 85. 187 
—- of llosio(i, <)8 11 . 80, 178 
— tlio Voda is ilu* — of tlir Aryoii 
racoa, 78 

0ff)s (0eoi), i. 242, 870; ii, 154 (G.v- 
iHologv <d') 

Oijp. i. 99 
9'})ost'.us, ii. 174 
Tlirtin, ii. 88. 82 
}i. ii. 72 

Tlilihkilliiaiis, i. .880,810 
Tf»or, ii. 10-1, 105 
Bdfpa^, ii. 180 11 . 12 
Tholli, i. 228 

Tliraciun, Imrniiig of wMow.s aiuong 
tJh'. ii. 2()i 

aTiioiig tiio 

ii. 278 n. 2 

Thiia'taona ( Koridmi). i-OO-IOG, 158, 
158 ; ii. 172, 178 

llin is. ii. f)8 

Thriitakiii, ii. ICO 
Tlirit.a, i. 170 
i. 278 

Tliiiriiii^ia. ii. 11-1, 227 
(ini.'-iimdi, ii. 58 
Vvydrrjp, ii. 22. 77 
Ovpa, ii. 42 

Tilianad (Ttj8aj>7;»'h' 7tt4a), I'uuva'U' 
among tin-, ii. 278 
Til'ot. IJikUIIu.siu in, i. 258; ii. 815 
--- liama of • , i. 100 
languagj's t»r, i. 22 
— lluddbi.'-il liloraturo »)J‘. i. 2no 
Tibt'tan Iranalation of tin- IJnddliisf. 
t’anon. i, 102 

'rigris, i. ,102, 148 ii. 1. 1 1C. 1 18 
Till Kul»'ns}»irg(‘l, ii. 21C 
l.imrjaii, ii. 42 
Tinnovclly, i. 30G 
9’ir(.haka, i. 284 a. 3 
•iBiyais U. 154 

'I'ithoiios (ll)o M'ltiTig sun), i. 308: ii. 
80, 87,108,102 
Tobit, i. HS, 149 
9\>dtl, Oolojnd, ii. 38 n. 20 
Tolt<‘C*, JN'O-Aiuoxtli, nac.i'c'^i book td' 
the, i. 881 • 

Toroloro, king of, ii. 278 


. TZA 

Torngarstik, ilio land ()f porfjctual 
KUTiiincr, ii. 209 
To/uka, i. 801 

Totem, eroHl of an Indian warrior, i. 
318 

Tr.u'liys, ii. 91 
traliere (train:), ii. 20 
'JVaitJina. 1 . 101-8 
1vaivar//ik;t, ii. 181 
TranKmigrali(jiA and inelompsYeliosis, 
i. 208 

Irayas. ii. .58 

! Trees, tlie two Trees in the.Ganleu of 
1 I'kU u. tin-<,laok(‘rt*na, audllie Puin- 
j l<'ss lre<'. i. 177 
I t n‘s. Tpt7\. ii. 5.8 
j 'I'relsi-age. ii. 880 
j TpiK(<f:a\os. ii. 3 80 
i I'rIju/.-ika (the Tlina- l>aske{<). I’r, 

I Nil. xiv. ; i. 21, 182.187,107,281, 

28.5 n. 4 

TperwjuoTos. ii. 180 
Trila. i. 90. lOO; ii. 178 
Triflieit, Pnjf.. ii. 185 
1 Tpiros, ii j (»9 u. 52 
I \’a^I.s})///;L leademf flu-wliit(3- 

! r(*ii*.Ml, ii. 840 

I Trojan war, i. 882; it. 87, 15i), l(i7 
I 9'r«jy. ii 8.5. 87, 170 
1 frvf>, ii. 58. 228 
'IVaV-in. i. 259 

'I'sliirolvi alphabet, ii. 215 u. 2 
Ttu'k. l'rij\r, ii. 3 74 
tii”g5. ii. ] 89 n. 32 
t iiisii.'-ta. ii. .58 
Inksi.uitis, ii. 58 
8 'iilaii, town of. i. 810. 841 
( lai» (town), /aun. ii. 28 
j Turanian, Alloj-hylie or- Irilii-s, ii. 
i ■ 258 

— hmgiiages, i. 22; ii. 9, 78 n. 80, 
181 n. 8, 258 
vi ligion. i. 28. 816 
' O’tir.js. 51 el.ass of ATnlrtis. ii. 851 
'riirkie, 'rlirki'.h. i, 22, 98 
Turkist5in. i. 275 

Tnrti.iiir, i. 180, 10-1-9C, 199, 205, 257 
n. n 

I'nrvsiyyMsi, i, .33 

tusijnlons, ii. 558 
tvsii, tvaitigji’s, tva-lif. it. .58 
Ivtiksh (taksh). i. 1 o5 
'I’vash/ar, ii. 888 

Tylor, resi'.tivhc's into tile Early Jlia- 
lory of Mankind, ii. 110 Ji. 54, 
258-288 

Ty])haoii, ii. 187, 189 
Typlioii, jj. 2 
Tzakol, i. 334 
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TZK 

Tze-Ktmg, i. 313 
Tze-tze, i. 810 
Tzit4 tree, i. 336 
Tzutobil, i. 328 


DGATAE, j, 108,109 n. 2 
Udumbara, i. 207 n. 7 
‘U^<7Mvini, ii. 295 
U/dakanvanu, ii. 216, 217, 218 
tUiiikuIa, ii. 220 
tikhsban, ukshan, ii. 44 
TJkulilonipa, ii. 220 
UipUilas, i. 22, 81,93; ii. 2o4, 258 
I’ivftscs, ii. 168, 189 n. 12, 

198. 237 
UTic, ii. 44 

Unity of God, i. 344, 371 
Univci’s^, cmn.nati<*n from Brahman, 
i. 230; ii. 210, 309 
Unknown God in Greece, i. 244 
xinu«. iindecim, ii. 53 
Uj'ftli. compiler of the Uinaya of the 
Ttipi/aka. i. 2S1 
Upanisim-.l, i. 2-10 ; ii. 209, 342 
Uphiim, k>l., i. 194 
Ur of tlje f’haldecM, i. 150 ii. 2. 151 
lira, uru-lihra (lnniger), iirumarhi 
(wolf) nrawti, (rum), iirawi (bhec}*). 
nriina (prot'-ctoi’); ii. 178, 179, 
183; sec. urwn 

Uraiios (Varu?Ja), i. 300, 365 ; ii. 12, 
23, 67. 68 

(w’ool), dn/anubha, hr^^a-nablii, 
6 rwa-vabhi (spider), iiraavu (goat, 
spider), ii. 47, 178-80 
Tiro, ii. 142 n. 64 
ursus, ii. 44 

uru («ypv), ii. 102 

Univilva.i. 215 

im*a, urvi, niTiifi., ii. 74, 101, 102 
Urva.vi, i. 239; ii. 101-8, 117-21, 
123, 124,126-30 
n.sh, usbjjia, nsra, ii. 142 n. 64 
U&h4. ii. 141 
Ughfip'cUi, ii. 141 

Usha.s (dawn), i. 27, 36, 37 (hynm to), 
<>9, 79 ; Usbasa (Aurora), 230, 360 ; 

102, 103, 133, 139, 142 n. 64, 
184 

TJsiknlumi, ii. 219 
Uta (hell), i. 42 n. 20 
XJzembeni, ii. 219 


Y IgASANEYIN, i. 85 n. 1 

Vaideha, cast© of the,, ii. 347 
Vaidya, ca%to of the, ii. 347, 348 


TED 

Vais4kha month, i. 115 
VaU41i, i. 214, 217 
Vaisya (householder), caste of the, 
ii. 39, 312, 327, 829, 336,337, 344, 
346-48, 353, 359 

— frorathethighs of Brahman, ii. 312 

— colonr of tlie Y. is yellow, ii. 327 

— or Arya, forms the bulk of the 
Brahnjanic society, 329 

— the Vaidya caste in modern India, 
346 

Vaivasvntn, i. 47 

Vavwsa^a, ii. 3.51 

VaOgnda, i. 33 

vap, ve, wab (to weave), ii. 46 

var. vri (root), ii. 68 , 132, 178, 179 

v4ri, ii. 50 

variyast, ii. 102 

var«a (colour, caste), ii. 180, 181, 
303, 327, 328 

Varwasaiikaras. mixed co.stcs, ii, 346 
varf?i, gold, li. 180 

Varn;/{i (I'mnos). i, 27-29, (hymn to) 
38-45, 48. 239. 360, .361. 367, 378 ; 
ii. 23. 68 , 100, 103, 181, 314, 315, 
33(i. 336 (el ated l>y Brahman) 
varvara, ii. 177, 178 , 182 
vas (va.sis), va.snm, ii. 13S 
-- vas (van.uslii, vat), ii. 134, 135 
vas (ropt), ii. 90 n. 42, 142 n. 6-1 
A^isish(/ia, i. 37, 40 ; ii. 103 i i^uporla- 
tivo of Tasut, 104, 314 (cow of), 
331, ;M0. 311 
VasrA, ii. 182 

vasti, vastru, vostis, «V 0 ^s, fa.ssradh, 
gwisk, ii. 46 
vAstu {iuTTv], ii. 42 

vasu, bright, Superlative Vasish/Aa, 
ii. 103 

! V.asu, ii. 130, 33.3, 336 
I vasupJiti. ii. J 12 
j — vat (van, vati. vat), ii. 137» 
j vatsa, ii. 44 

I Ve.ia, oldest Book of the Aryans, i. 
4. 5, 24 

— - revealed by Brahman, therefore 
I called 5ruti (revelation), Pr. i.; i. 
j 18; ii. 30.‘>, 306 

; — of the highest, authority for the 
' religion of the Brahmans, ii. 306, 
306, 309, 322 

I — few Brahmans can road and under¬ 
stand it, and none could edit it, ii. 
I 306,310,31) 

— ca^e, no authority for the system 

of the castes in the, ii. 31 312 

— English translation of the. ii. 311 

— idea of faith ii. the Veda, i. 36, 42 

— four Vodas, i. 8 




INDEX. 


403 


VE1» 

hymns and songs of the, i. 4, 26, 
27, 124, 224; ii. 40, 79, 137, 157, 
206, 209, 237, 311, 312, 314, 334 

— belief in personal immortality in 
the ii. 45 ; ii. 268 
Language of the, ii. 20, 22, 202, 
397 

— Lfinguage and (Iraminar of the 
Veda different from the ooninion : 
Sanskrit, ii. 30< 

— Life after dt-ath, prayers for, ii. i 

208 I 

— Miirriago on. see Marriage 

— Ko motempsyehosis in the, i. 45 

— myllies, mythology of the, ii. 78, j 
101 

• formerly only One Veda, ii. 336 i 

— on Widow-lmruing, see iSuttw, 
Wi(h*w 

Wdanta, Pr.xv.; (system),!. 230,231, 
28i); ii. 309 (philosophy) 

Veihiutin, i. 230 

Vedie (Vaidik), Calendar, i. 115, IIG 

— (Vrenumial, i. 114 ; ii. 36 

— parmlise, ii. 205, 200 

— poriwl, i. 71 ; ii. 2(M. 321. 343 

— saeriliees, i. 105-7 

— Theogonv aiul Cosmogony (by 
-Muiri, i. 41 n. 19 

Vega, Caivilaso <)«• la. ii. 116 n. 5-1 
Vei alpiiabet, ii. 215 n. 2 
veilis. ii. 40 
Vellerc, ii. 179 

Yel)u^, vIlUis, voliia, vnlla, ii. 179 
Ve//a. easte of iimslcians, called so 
from WnA, Ivre. ii. 318 
Vendidad, i. 86, 88 n. 3. 89 n. 3. 121. 

1-18, 167, 175, 177, 180 
Venu!?, ii. 167 

Verdhaiuli (Present), ii. 64, 157, 210 
Verona or ‘Pern. ii. 114 
vorto, ii. 63 
ve.va (housi'), ii. 40 
Vesta, ii. 142 n. 64 
vestis, ii. 46 
Veytia, i. 325 
vicus, ii. 40 
vid, ii. 90 n. 4 2, 254 
Vidohu, ii. 334, 335, 342, 347 
vi*dhava, busbandless, ii. 34, 55 
'ridua, viduaro, viduus, viduvo, vdova, 
widow, ii. 33, 34, 54, 55 
vidvAn, viduslu. ii. 137 
Vielt, ii. 27 
vieo. ii. 46 
viginti, ii. 53 

Vir/n&na'Bhiksbu, i 228 ii. 13 
Villemain, » 190 

villosns.Tillufl, i. 179,18*, 189 n. 9,183 


. WEtt 

, vin&. the lyre, ii. 348 
I Vina) a (first flasket of the Tripifaka), 
j compil<4 by Up&li, i. 297, 284 
I Vingolf, ii. 199 
I viw.sati, ii. 53 
VirAf, i. 94 

Vi,s-, vai^jya, ii. 39, 329 

Vishnu, Pr. xviii.; i. 71, 72, 239; ii. 

14, 35 n. 17, 77, 120, 313, 316 
Vlsh?MVfunnan, ii. 247 
Vi.sliuvat, equator or central day, i. 
115 

Vi.ypaiti, vi.«pati, ri.ypatni, ii. 40, 329 
Vispnrud or Vispered, i. 121,175,177, 
^180 

Vistara (Vistara), i. 302 
Visttisp Nusk, i. 175 
Vi#T5miua, ii. 331, 332, 334, 339, 
340. 343, 344 
Vi.'A*o Devas, ii. 334. 336 
vitaprisli/Aa, ii. 134 
vituius, ii. 44 

^’iY5da'bhangd^«ava, ii. 35 n. 17 
VivuwhYHt, ViYJisvat. i. 98, 99,179; 
ii. 342 (father of Manu) 
j Voicker, ii. 109 n. 52 
' Voss, ii. 147 
; Vr5tyas, ii, 335 
: v/‘iku, ii. 44, 178 
vrisli. ii. 89 

; vrisljan, ii. 102 a. 49, 138 
i Vril, ii. 6.‘J 
j vnth4. ii. 182 u. tl 
; Vntra. i. 32 n. 11, 155 (fight between 
i Indra and —), 150; ii. 97, 183, 

I ISi, 187, 188, 191 
j Vuleanus, i. 359; ii. 167 
I Yuli; ii. 44 
j Vulgate, i. 133 
1 Yulla, ii. 179 
I Vuvdh, ii. 64. 157, 210 
i Vyaghra, ii. 294 
! Vvalcarawa (Ho-kia-lo), i. 302 
’ VyAwi, ii. 322 


“APOJEEG, Adjetatig of, i. 318 
; . f Walid Khalif, ii. 293 

I Walton, Bryan, i. 135 
I 'Warburton, i. 45 
War-ru-gu-ra (evil spirit), i. 42 n. 20 
weaYO, to, ii. 46 
Weber, A., i. 100 
Wedding-ring, ii. 285 
Weird sisters, ii. 157 
Welcker (Greek mythology), ii. 142 n. 

64, 147-168, 160, 203 
. Weniaminow, i. 339 
I werden, ii. 6^ 
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WES' 

Woslp^n TOiSv^iowar^, i. 105, ‘J‘2l 
Wesst<Tgaard, i, 87, i‘io, 12J{, 125,140, 
163,'255 n. 10 

AVcwt Highlands, ropular talf?s »»f tlie 
— (J. 1*'. OamplK'll), ii. 2-12-2.'i2 
Wf»t Indies, couvad*' in the, ii. 252, 
28i4 

■wheat, ii. 45 
wieh, ii. 40 

Widow, vi'dhavd, vidua, viduva, 
feadhh, vdoYii, -widdewu, i. •»«; ii. 
:j;i-3y. 204 , 313, 315, :u8-2o 

— (,ij —• l'nnn)>g. ("Wilson, (iHinm, 
K^jth, Ihishhyh i. 58; ii. 33 -3y, 204, 
313,315 

— tin* liig-Vcdu does not onforcy the 
Imrning of—, ii. 30, 313 

— inarriago n(»t pruhiliitod hy Ibo 
Veda, il.''313. 315. 31S-20 

wienas, wicuo-lika, ii. 53 
wiesz-pal is (lord), wie.sz-palene (lady), 
ii. 40, 32!) 

Wife, CHptim* of wives, ii. 265 
"Willi Huntsman (Grand Voueur), ii. 
236 

wilka-s, li. 44 
Wilki's. i. 59 
Wilkins, i. 08 

Wilson. H. H., i. 7. 31 n. 11. 34 n. 
17 , 7 4 (iranslafion oftheKigvi'da), , 
in). 200, 218, 227 , 282. 290'; ii. 35 j 
n. 17 (‘.»u widow*-}luniioi;), 30 n. 18, 
37 n. ly, 117 n. 55, 305, 332 n. 4, 
336 

Wilson. I>r., in llondmy, i. 300 
Wind, Pan, pavana, ii. 102 
Windisehmann, i. 143 n. 1, 153, 157; 
ii. 173 , 174 II. 0 (/oroastriiin 
Htuilies) 

Winning, ii. 50 n. 25 
Winter, ii. 59. 23? 
wisflon, ii. 254 
wiz, ii. 45 

W’’(Hlan, i. 23, 180, 223; ii. 20-4 
Woep'ko (Memoin* snr la Propaga¬ 
tion dcs Chiffres liulions), ii. 289- 
300 

wolf, i. 47 (the do.stroi'ing); ii. 44 
Woman, raarHagi^ and ]v)sifion of tho 
— in India, ii. 318, 352, 355 
Word-sworth, ii. 59. 60, 108, 123 n. 
56 

worship, to, ii. 262 
Wrangol, i. 339 
Wuotan, ii. 87 


X BALANQUE, i. 337 
Xoi^>phano«, i. 3(^ 


7:ar 

Xilialba, i. 336 ; ii. 273, 274 
Xinionefl, Father Fraucisno, i. ,328, 
32!), 331 (Tesovo ilp las Ix'nguas 
Giiii*ht\. CakvhiijuoJ y Tzntohil), 328 
lilAoi', ii. 90 n. 2-1 


Y AfrSAVALKYA, ii. 335, 342 

Yai/ur-vwla, i. 8, 9 (to ho mut¬ 
tered), 73, in. rl3; ii. 104, 320 
YavuvviHla-sanhitfi, i.9, 15 
Yugva, i. Ill, 112 
Yak. i. 20" n. 7 

Yuma (Yinni), i. 29, 47. 48 (Article 
on — hv l>r. Muir. 48 ri. 2-1), 99, 
100, 151, 212, 307: ii. 100, 180, 
204, 205. 207, 208, 336 
')5uuuiu\, ii. 311 
Yarkand, i. 275 
Ytiska, i. 74, 70, 81 n. I 
Ya.siia, i. 88 n. 3. 89 n. 3, 122, 125, 
139. J40, 177, 179, 180 
— Ooiruuentaries on — (l>v Ihiniour), 
122, 125. 140 
valaras, ii. 31 
Yuva, ii. 45 
Vaxarles, i. 270 
Yazashnd*, i. 175 

yell, ii. 11 
Yemen, i. 340 
Yoij-tli.song, i. 230 n. 

Yi-shl, 1 . 89 n. 3 
Vezd, i. 9o, 91, 102 
-- Number of Parsis in, 102 
Yezdegird, i. 95, 90 
Yggdnisil, i. 207, 209, 210 
Yih (Hook of (Changes, first), King, i. 
308, 309 

Yima-Kshaeta, i. 09 
yodha (warrior), ii. 29 
Yojd**' 134, 229 
yrnii, ii. 30 n. 18, 37 
Yuga of tho Bralnnans, the four, i. 
154 

Yupangui, ii. 116 n. 54 
Yuuiiau, ii. 277 
YuvaA-a, ii. 101 


Z ABI) (prcHcnt), i- 358 
Zabd-uUilh, i. 358 
Zul, i. 97 
Zfiotar, i. 108 

Zarathustra, i. 88, 90-2, 98, 124, 127, 
.154 (see Zoroaster) 

— liis lauguagi^, 90, 98 
— his doel rine, 90 
Zarthosti Community, i. 473 
Zarvan, i. '9 l* 
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ZAIT 

Zaun (Iftn, town), ii. 28 
ii. H 
Cfa, ii. t'> 

to live, ii. 1&4 

Ziiv (/eii), ii. 154, 162 (see Zei/s) 
rena, ii. 41 

Zend, i. S2-5, 87-90, 98, 119-25, 
129-12. U«. 148, 159, lOD, 104, 
105. 1G7, 108, 172; ii. 19, 20, 22, 
43-5, .53, 138 n. 60, 172. 190 

— an artitifial lajiguago (?), i. 82 

— its rolatitm to Sanskrit, i. 83, 84 

— its niniuTals up to 1,000, i. 84 

— orison of the name —, i. 84 

— its relation to tlie lanj^uaffo of the 
(\ineifona insoript,io7is, i. 88 

— its jrranimaf, i. 121 
Z«Ti<l*Av<’sta, I’l*. xii. xiv.; i. 24, ‘25, 

02, 80, 81-103, 129, 133, J34, 
137-9. 141-60, 163, 167-73, 178- 

80, 182, 187, 378 : ii. 40, 173 n. 3, 
.191 n. 17, 207, 213 

niltu'is! to wniiiig before Alex- j 
amler, i, 82, 90 i 

— composed in tlio easteni provinces 
of JNm’sui. i. 149 

Zenodoius, i. 376 
zi'phiro (nought), ii. 289 
Zerdusl)!, i. 93 (scr Zoro-aster) 
reriio, -'ernov, ii. 15 
ztTo (zej)hiro),*ii. 289 
Zeus (Z<us), (i. 23, 20, 79. ‘241, 243, 
241. 358-00, 303-5, 307. 370; ii. 

J. 12. 15, 10, 23, 68, 69, 73, 75, 

81, 83, 86, 87. 91, 103 n, 49, 1 15, 
130, 142 n. 64, 151-6, 1G7. 181, 
181, 198,227 


ZUH 

zlato, zoloto, ii. 47 
Zoijga, ii. 147 

Zoli4k, i. 99, 101, 102; ii. 173, 174 
Zohoyr, JMoallalui of, i. 378 
Zoroaster (see Zarathustra and Zer- 
duaUt, Zurthosltt). i. 24, 25, 82, 88, 
90, 91, 120. 123, 124, 128, 146, 
149-52, 169, 161, 162, 164, 107, 
171,’172,174, 178, 179, 223, 378; 
ii. 254 

— born in Arran ? i. 149 

— writings of, i. 120 

— followers of (fire worsliippors), i. 
162 

— faith of, i. 162 

— teaching of, i. 178 
Zoroastriana, their abode in India, i. 86 

— ancestors of the, ii. 53 

— tlioir book.s, road by IIormij)pus, i. 
90 

— destroyed by Alexander, i. 90, 175 

- tlioir ccrc'monial, i. 108 

— their gods, i. 86 

— their paradise, i. 156 

— their religion, Pr. xii.; i. 138,156, 
175 

— tlieir sacred writings, Pr, xxxiii.; 
i. 163, 187 

- their separation from the worship* 
pers of the Vedas, i. 84 

Zulu, Pr. xxi.; ii. 211-221 
Zulu Nursery Tales, ii. 211-221 
— Animal fliblos among the —, ii. 
215 

j Zurtho.sht, i. 167, 174 (Asphantam&n 
! AiK)shirw4n), 175, 176 (see Zoroas- 
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Critical Qpiimm of this Worh. 


THE SCOTSMAN. 

The first of these volumes is well described as Essays on the Science of Kdiigioi!. 
’.ince the appearance of Colexso’s Ventnteiu-k, no more important contribution has 
■leen made to the literature of theology. We mention the two works together not 
nadvertcntly, but because, in spite of unlikeness, we recognise a relationship between 
ihonu 

THE LITERARY WORLD. 

We look upon these two volumes as among the most valuable contributions which 
have been made in our lime to tliat high, that sacred department of literature which 
subserves the culture and the elevation of the mind. True and beautiful in feeling, 
profound in thought, ndigious without a trace of superstition, bold and clear without 
a touch f>f Bceplicisra, they are, in all senses, good. 

THE EXAMINER. 

Those who nro already acquainted with the scientific labours of Professor Max 
M t'U.KU will be jiroparfHl to read with plea.sure alniost anything from his pen. Hero 
they M-ill read pigc afUT page full to the overtiowing with wise thoughts couched in 
an Engli.sh style so pure, that, with the minutest care they will fail to detect even an 
rdiomatie error. We think, however, that even th«>se who have followed Professor 
IVIri.i-KUs career with tljc be.st knowledge of what he has already achieved, and with the 
wannest interest in his rescjirclw's, will be searcoly pnjpartxi for the amazing erudition 
and thi'extrsun-dinary rajige of reading which tho.se two volumes necessarily su^st. 
The essay on comparative mythology i.s one of the most curious and instructive of the 
whole series. We tlo not doubt that this pipjor will bear eompurison with the best 
portions of tin; earliest history of Greece as written by Bishop Thirlwala and Mr. 
(hioTK: wrhib! a I'nsltgious n»as.s of learning will be found in it which could not have 
been brought forwar<i by any one who was not deeply read in the literature of the 
East. ?»o\v for the first time, at least in Englisli, we have the mythologies of the 
West brought into close contact with and interpreted through the stHJ earlier mytho¬ 
logies of the E.‘i.c the rc.sult being a diffusion of a flood of new light on the most^. 
difficult and perplexing portions of ancient classical literature. 

THE TIMES. 

T!i(‘ title of iliis hook may appetir somewhat fanciful, and may induce some persons 
to ex]H'(‘t a lighter literary repast tlian the solid food which is here set before them in 
the form of Essays on the Scienw* of Keiigion.on MytlioU^gy, Traditions, and Customs; 
but it has bem adopt ed for a reason which will recommend it to all those who revere 
Iho memory of a much-loved scholar now departed. Every i^ucated man know.s that 
professor Mitixer is one of our most ardent and laborious Oriental Scholars—we say onr 
ftchohm, for he has lived so long among im, that we ignore his actual nationality, and 
claim him as an Englishman; and when, some twenty years ago, Baron Buksbn made 
.known to him the joyful intelligence that the East India Company had granted the 
funds for the puhlicatioii of the Tcrfa, the Baron observed, Kow^youhaveg&tawork 
for lifr. — a lar(jf‘M(H)Jciltat •willtukeyenrstopJamandpolish. Bui'fn.md^hB added, ki w 
have, from, time to time., some chij)s from your workslwp .. . Those essays are reprinted 
from various periodicals, and in most instances have been elicit.t*d by the imbUcation 
of books devoted fo the subjects of whicli they treat. In plain IJnglidh, they are 
review.'i, and wo should apologise for venturing to review reviews, were it not tliafc in 
this case, the roviewor is so t,horoug51y a master of his subject, that he appears rather 
■as an original writer than as a critic of other men’s productions. Moreover, 
essays gain greatly by being brought together side bj^ide. They are all devoted to kin- 
dr»Hl topics, and ho whtweads them attentively will have gained no small amount of 
information in some of the most interesling Inunches of human knoWedge. 
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